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PREFACE. 


------+--- 


SUCH serious legaJ, moral, ami religious considerations are 
involved in this case, that its publication, in a correct form, is 
clearly required. It bas been said that the trial could only cause 
scandal: if it were so, Dr. Newman would not be re
ponsible; 
for tbe prosecutor had previously published charges-gross and 
sweeping-involving the great body of the Catholic clergy, and Dr. 
Newman came forward to destroy the mischief of the scandal by 
removing its generality. He said "Thou art the man! These 
things are true, of yourself!" l\Ioreover, there can be no scandal to 
the Catholic Church; for the prosecutor confesses, that from 1829 
he had doubts as to her doctrines, * and soon after disbelieved; nor 
to the Protestant, for he avows, that for many years after he was 
perfectJy persuaded of the imposture of the Catholic doctrines, he 
continued zealously to teach them, and to perform a worship he 
believed to be idolatry. To what religion can his history now be 
fairly said to cause scandal? t 
If it be said, that supposing the charges against 11Ìm to be true, he 
must have been connived at in the Catholic Churcb, the answer is to 
be found in the evidence. The first case sworn to was about 1830, 


* See the admissions of his book, proved as part of the evidence, 
t It would be absurd to take our ideas of monastic life or discipline from the 
character of AchilIi, who says he OJ never was a monk." The Carthusian Sutorus 
!!aYs, " Non est domus in qua non jaceat mortuus." And St. Augustine says, 
"I dare not pretend that my house is better than Noah's Ark. where among 
eight men one reprobate was found." In a poem respecting the religious orders, 
written about the end of the twelfth century, the sonrce of all danger to the 
cloistral discipline was thus pointed out :- 
.. Qui sunt in claustro quasi Satban in paradiso, 
Plurima falsorum sunt vere pericula fratrum, 
Et venit a falsis fratribus omne malum." 
Mores Catholici) b. x. c. 9. 
Digby says, - "Doubtless there might be found at times some counterfeit, in 
whose hood the dark bird nestled, of which Dante speaks; but such impostors 
were sure to be unmasked at last, and driven out." Let the reader refer rather 
for his ideas of religious life to A Kempis than Achilli.-See the Imitation. b, i. 
c. 17-18,25. 
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and extends over a year; and he admits that in 1833 he was forced 
by the general of the order to leave Viterbo; that from that time he 
went from place to place; that in 1835 the Pope was desirous of his 
removal from the order; that he would not remove until 183Ð ; that 
in 1837 these charges were unknown against him ill Rome; that 
from that time until ] 840 he was at Naples; that in the spring of 
1841 <!omplaints were made as to the case of Principe before the 
police; that in tlmt same year he was in the prisons of the Inqui- 
sition; and that he was forthwith sentenced to perpetual suspension 
from the priesthood. 
Can it be said there was connivance, any more than in the case 
of those respectable gentlemen, the Committee of the l\Ialta College, 
who, when they engaged him, of course had not IlCard the" un- 
pleasant statements as to his past life," which he refers to in his 
affidavit; but, after they had heard them, dismissed him,* without 
going into those matters, for" fear of the scandal which might be 
caused to the Protestant religion."t 
Again, can scandal be caused by this case as to the confessional, 
when it appears that the sins committed had notlÚng to do with it; 
but on the contrary, were prevented when the instructions received 
there were regarded, and only occurred when they were disregarded? 
and when, further, it appears that persons not disposed to abandon 
sin, do not go to confession; and 'lchen so disposed, are 'reclaimed 
by it ?t 
As little can the Catholic Church have to fear from the dis- 
closures of the case as to the Roman Inquisition; 
 for in the 
instance of Acl1Ìlli no heavier punisllment is awarded after lle had 
for some years, as he a vows, been perverting persons from the Catholic 
faith, tlIan a few months' imprisonment-which he himself calls a 
"slight correction." 


* And why should stress be laid on the direction of the confessor to the first 
witness not to disclose the matter, as it was the case of an ecclesiastic, more than 
on the resolution of the Malta committee? or why should suspicion be excited by 
the direction of the confessor to come forward and tell her story, more than by 
the most creditable advice of the vice-president of the college to a Protestant 
witness to do so ? 
t See the evidence of Lord Shaftesbury. 
:: Let the reader refer to the evidence of the Italian women, and compare it 
with that of the English; the former were reclaimed,-not 60 the latter, except 
one out of three; and that was at an asylum half Catholic. 

 Which has nothing to do with the Spanish, the cruelties of which were 
rather political than religious, 'and always restrained by the See of Rome. 
See even Ranke. See all;o Balmez. 
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'Ylth regard to the formal result of the trial, it would be of very 
subonlinate interest even had it been a fair trial. But public 
opinion has pronounced it was not a fair trial. The Times has 
stated, in an able and eloquent article, which shows how prejudice 
call yield to a sense of j ustice,- 
" We consider that a great blow has been given to the administration 
of justice in this countr)', and that Roman Catholics will have hence- 
fmoth only too good reason for asserting that there is no justice for 
them in cases tending to arouse the Protestant feeling of judges and 
juries." 
The moral value of the verdict may be estimated from a few 
facts. Not one witness for the defence was involved in any 
contradiction, whereas Achilli was contratlicted by his own wit- 
nesses and by himself. On the worst of the charges, even the Lord 
Chief Justice went far towards saying it was proyed;* on 
another he said it 'leas proved;t and the jury who have found both 
of them not proved, have found that a third was proved,t in flat 
contradiction to the oath of the prosecutor, on whose oath alone 
they found all the others disproved ! 
 
N or is this all. The counsel of Achilli shrunk from putting 
him into the box until he had read all the evidence that could be 
adduced against him; and then swore only in the negative of the 
charges as pleaded, which the defendant had previously been com- 
pelled to plead, with the strictest particularity and precision. " 
It is stated in a text-book of the highest authority, 
 that 
"there are numberless cases of false verdicts without corruption 
or bad intention of the jurors. They may have heard too 'much 
of the matter before the trial, and imbibed prejudices without 
knowing it:' And when it is remembered that Achilli's book and 
speeches, and articles of the same character, had been for some time 
in very general circulation among the class from which most of the 
jurors came, it is conceived that this very much augments the justice 


* That of Principe. 
t One of those about Garamoni. 
::: As to the judgment of the Inquisition. 

 See his affidavit and his evidence. 
II And how he swore may be appreciated from two specimens. He swore he 
had not visited a lady, " a Gentili," because, though that was her maiden name, 
she had married; and he swore (see his affidavit) that he did not rob of her 
h
nour, &c., when his own counsel suggested (see note to plea), that this 
mIght mean only that she had no honour to lose !-See his cross-examination 
also as to the way in which he answered. 
-U Tidd's Practice, vol. ii. p. 905, ninth edition. 
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and the importance of holding t.he libelluivileged on the score of 
public discussion; the general and personal question being so mixer! 
up as to make it practically impossible to separate them. For 
instance, the question as to the Inquisition (on which, really, 
the verdict greatly turned), is whether Achilli was dismissed 
for heresy or immorality,-which, though in itself a personal ques- 
tion, is closely connected with l)Opular prejudices as to that Court. 
In a strictly legal point of view, that part of it which relates to 
the judgment of the Inquisition is the most interesting. And here 
it suffices simply to state, that while the Lord Chief Justice held 
that the reasons referred to a mere resolution of dismissal by a 
committee of gentlemen sitting in a In.ivate room, must be taken as 
the reasons of the dismissal-with any others which they might 
Le able to state; he held, as to a solemn judgment of the sUln-emc 
court of a sovereign state, that it must be shown tlmt tIle court 
had jurisdiction, though the juc.lgment was authenticated by a secre- 
tary of state, and the officers of thë court; and that then it was 
open to the party concerned to impute to it, without the least 
attempt at proof, fabrication and forgery; and that, though he held 
part of it unquestionably genuine, the rest might be discardcd, 
forming an integral, and the most material portion of it; as 
reciting the reasons on which it was founded, and the confession 
of the party sentenced! 
If there were no other reasons for publishing this report, it 
would be found in this fact, that though Achilli's Look was part of 
HIe evidence, the attention of the jury was not directed to the 
aùmissions it contains, which are now carefully set forth, anc.l the 
effect of which, it is conceived, must Le decisive, even upon those 
who might have had doubts before. 
It may be said, that, until now, the profession and the ImLlic 
}lave not had an opl)ortunity of really consic.lering the whole of the 
evidence for the defence; and if their opinion has hitllerto been in 
its favour, it certainly will be far more so now. l\Ioreover, facts 
are now in evidence, which, had they been disclosed to the Court on 
the original al)IÆcation, would surely have been deemed an answer 
to it; and even now appear to be reasons against judgment. * 
* The Court will not interfere by granting a criminal infonnation where tbe 
attacks complained of have been caused by the intemperate language in publica- 
tions by tbe party complaining, although 8uC'h publicationsaro!!e from inquiries 
made in pursuance of his duty. Therefore, where a clergyman had, in the course 
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The legal bearings of the case are (as well as the moral) dis- 
cussed with some care in the Introduction, and the reader is requested 
{'specially to consider that part of it which is devoted to pro'"e 
that the rule ought not to have issued at aU; or that the libel was 
privileged, ami that, in the absence of express evidence of malice, 
Dr. Newman ought not to have been called upon to prove its truth. 
Be that as it may, in the language of a r('spected barrist.er, at the 
dose of the evidence for the defence, 

 Dr. Newman is morally 
vindicated," And it may be added, what is far more important, 
the Church is vindicated too. * 


HARCOURT BUILDINGS, TEMPLE, 
July] 6th, 1852. 


of inquiries as to certain charities in his parish, published pamphlets reflecting in 
no measured language upon the character of his opponents, the Court discharged a 
rule that he had obtained for a criminal information, in respect of certain attacks 
made upon him, by way of recrimination; but they intimated that if the attacks 
were renewed, a criminal information would be granted.-Reg. v. Hall, 
7 L. T. 136. 
* If anything were wanted for that vindication, the following will complete it. 
It must be premised that the jurisdiction of the Holy See as to the religious 
orders, is, after their establishment, rather appellate or ultimate, than original 
and immediate. 
.. Advices from Rome, in the Univers, under date the 14th ultimo, mention a 
change of great importance to the Dominican Order. About two years ago the 
Very Rev. Father Jeandel was summoned by his Holiness to reside at Rome in 
the capacity of Superior-General of the Order of Friars-Preachers, but with the 
title only of Vicar-General. This ecclesiastic has now been appointed Provin- 
cial, in the place and stead of the actual titular, who, with several other Superiors 
of some of the twenty-two houses of which the Roman province is composed, 
has just been deprived. Father J eandel will henceforward exercise over those 
houses a full and entire authority. The following are the details of this incident, 
which is considerable, by reason of the consequences which it cannot but have 
with reference to the Religious Orders. Everybody knows that for a long time 
the Holy Father had ordered that in such of those institutes as had varied a little 
too much from the primitive rule, they should re-enter the rule gradually and 
without any violent changes, by the door of the noviciate. Most of the Orders 
obeyed the wishes of the Supreme Chief; and in particular the Benedictines, by 
the choice they have made of a General completely devoted to the reform, have 
caused the Holy Father one of those rare satisfactions which console him in the 
midst of the sorrows he has to endure. The house of Sta. Sabina was chosen 
for the noviciate of the Friars-Preachers, and for the two years which have 
scarcely elapsed since Father Besson has been directing it, in spite of the state of 
poverty and distress in which the convent was placed, the number of subjects he 
has furnished have reached the almost incredible number of eighty. "Tell, in 
spite of this, and although the more aged members who inhabit the other houses 
were left in their statu quo, some of them, and unhappily among those several 
Superiors, declared themselves hostile to these changes, which, however, did not 
affect themselves, to such a degree that they made open opposition against the 
Superior of the Noviciate and the Vicar-General of the Order, F. Jeandel ; and 
went so far as to draw up against them a memorial, which they presented to his 
Eminence Cardinal della Genga, Prefect of the Congregation of Bishops and 
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Regulars. A sufficiently curious fact is that, moved, doubtless by a sentiment 
of loyalty, they thought it their duty to communicate this to F. Jeandel, who 
replied to them: ' You represent me, my Fathers, under very black colours. I 
am what God sees me, and neither more nor less; but I engage, for your own 
sakes, above all, not to present the memorial to tbe Cardinal.' Without attend- 
ing to this hint, the memorial was presented, and we have stated the result, 
wbich transpired after an audience which Cardinal della Genga had a few days 
ago with his Holiness." 



INTRODUCTION. 


.. 


THrs case appears to form a great fact in the social history of the 
country, and to illustrate a great feature in its moral character, viz., 
its blind and bitter prejudice against the Catholic Church and the 
religious ordt'Ts, which have ever been her noblest ornaments; those 
religious orders to whom the English people owe their conversion to 
Christianity; all their cathedrals and most of their colleges; the 
preservation of learning, and the transmission of the light of truth 
through the middle ages, the "ages of faith." 'Vhat were-what 
are, those religious orùers? Let the reader (if he have not already 
learnt) excuse a few fragments culled from the most magnificent 
work of modern times. fI: 
" What else is it to say" (writes Peter the Venerable), " Omnia 
quæ habes da pauperibus et veni sequere me," but "become a 
monk:' Even :àlichelet observes (speaking of the Franciscan 
order-the twin or(ler of the Dominican), that their love of poverty 
(common to both orders) was an effort to escape alive from the con- 
ditions of this life, from the servitude of matter, to conquer and 
anticipate here below the independence of a pure spirit. Our own 
St. Anselm defines the object of the monastic discipline as" purity of 
heart, anq the end everlasting lifc:' The Benedictine rule, -which, 
at the time of the reformation was prevalent in England, is thus 
describeù: "Status vitro innocentiæ secundum eximii P. Benedicti 
normam:' The venerable Bede gives as the reason for the monastic 
life, the necessity for escaping the distractions of society. St. 
Richard, archbishop of Canterbnry, in the reign of Henry II., 
writing to the Cistercians, says, "Let the professors of the order 
keep the footsteps of apostoJic }'eligion in moderation of food amI 
raiment, in watching, in confessions, in discipline, in psalmody, in 
humility, in hospitality, obedience, and all other fruits of love:" 
St. Francis says, "The rule of life of the friars minor consists in 
observing the holy gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ, living in obedi- 
ence without property and in chastity." 
Our own Saxon laws ecclesiastical thus spoke of the monastic life: 
" It is right that monks, by day and J)y night, with inward heart 
ever think of God, and earnestly call upon 11im, and with all humility 
regularly live, and always separate themselves from worldly occupa- 
tions as they best may; and do as is theh. duty, ever care how they 
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best may please God; and all that perform which they promised when 
they took order: to attend diligently to their books and prayers, to 
learn anù teach as they best may; and every pomp and vain priùe, and 
separate property and useless deed, and untimely speech, wholly to 
despise, as is befitting monks. But it is truly an evil that some are too 
arrogant, and too proud, and too widely erratic, and too usele!;s, and 
altogether too idle in every good deed, and with inclination to evil deeds, 
in secret profligacy, inwardly heartless, and outwardly indignant. And 
some are apostates who ought, if they would, to be God's soldiers within 
their minsters. Such are those who have cast off their shepherds, and 
who continue in worldly affairs with sins. It goeth ill that those men 
in orders, who through fear of God were whilom the most useful and 
most laborious in divine ministry, and in bookcraft are most useles
 
and never labour strenuously, but do all for lust and ease, and stroll 
and wander. That is a hateful life; it is also worse that the superiors 
do not amend it) nor some conduct themselves as they should: but it is 
our duty to amend it." · 
l\IabiIlon proves that the first monks of England followed the rule 
of St. Benedict, " which" (says Michelet), "is a rule of good sense, a 
rule of labour, grave awl practical;" and many cathedrals of England 
were served hy them from the age of Ethelbert to the Reforma- 
tion. St. Dominic made choice for his nse of the rule of the great St. 
Augustine, adding certain J,articular constitutions,-as the rule of 
perpetual abstinence from flesh, and great fasting. He took all 
possible precautions to enforce poverty in the order, and preserve its 
discipline. He himself founded monasteries in Canterbury, London, 
and Oxford. Bishop Tanner counts forty-two }lOuses of the preach- 
ing friars (as they were called) in England, at the dissolution of 
the monasteries. From their black hoods and cloaks, they were 
called in England "Black Friars." Stevens states that the order 
was at the end of the last century divided into forty-five provinces. 
A modern Protestant writert says, "The Dominicans and Franciscans 
were renowned for their profound learning and unquenchable passion 
for know ledge; wearing the garb of most abject poverty; renouncing 
all love of the world; refraining from, and reject.ing, all fixed obla- 
tions or state endowments, and adhering to a voluntary system for 
support, they wrought a powerful change in the ecclesiastical and 
collegiate Jearning of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries; and 
by their charity, devotion, and strict austerity, gained the respect 
and affections of the peop1e." 
Sixty-six cardinals, 460 archbishops, and 2,316 bishops have 
worn the hahit of St. Dominic; simple friars, without birth or for- 
tune, who had been chosen only through regard to thcir virtue. 
St. Vincent Ferrer, of this order, was renowned all over Europe for 
his eloquence, and was specially invited by the king of England to 
preach in this country, which he did with enormous success. 
Walter Beauclerc, chanceBor of England, in the reign of Henry 


.. Ancipnf Lawli 'if En.'11and. vol. ii. Ecclesiastical In
titutes. 
t YIerryweather's Bibliomania; a mo"t rxcellent little book; full of fact. tt . 
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III., and bishop of Carlisle, took refuge in the order of St. Dominic, 
abandoning all things, even to his cloak (says Matthew Paris), when 
he entered the convent at Oxford. Henry III. of England had fOI. 
his confessor John of Darlington, a Dominican of great sanctity and 
erudition. 
In the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, the great schools of the 
Franciscans and Dominicans drew mnltitudes to their convents. More 
than 700 friars at a time, from every part of Europe, have been known 
to resort to the Franciscan convent, at Paris, for the sake of study. 
The scholastic halls of the convent were particularly grand. There 
were two lectures on theology every morniug, and two every after- 
noon on the Holy Scriptures. 
The English Franciscans were especially learned towards the end of 
the thirteenth century. Then shone Roger Bacon, Henry 'Villot, 
Thomas Dorking, 'Villiam of 'V are, John of London, and Richard 
Middleton; the last of whom is commemorated with fourteen other 
chief doctors of his order on the tomb of DUlls Scotus at Cologne. 
St. Thomas Aquinas, the great luminaryofthe order, was accounted 
the most marvellous man in Christendom; and to this day his works 
are read with more reverence, perhaps, than any other since those of 
St. Augustine-his great model and master. St. Thomas it was 
who wrote the celebrated treatise Contra Impug'l1antes Religionum, 
which forms the most complete defence of the religious orders. 
"How deeply interesting" (says Digby) "is it, even now, to visit 
the monastery of St. Dominic, at Naples-one of those great schools 
whose masters possessed such an empire; and where St. Thomas of 
Aquinas composed many of his works, and taught theology." 
"It is a curious fact" (Digby says) "that science itself owes 
much to the intercourse of the great with tlIe monastic orders. Had 
it not been for a Franciscan prior and his friend, a Dominican 
(confessor to the king of Castile), who recognised the merit of Co- 
lumbus, and obtained from the king three ships, in 1491, Columbus 
would have been obliged to abandon his enterprise. 
The mendicant orders produced men of profound erudition. 
Joseph Scaliger, writing to Casaubon, teUs him to st'arch in the 
king's library for some notes of a Dominican friar, on the Alcoran, 
which would greatly assist his studies. The Dominican library of 
St. John, in Venice, is described by Tomasini and Montfancon. 
The Dominican library of St. .Maria Novella, Florence, vied with 
that of the Franciscans of the Santa Croce. And the libra:des of 
monasteries were public, for they were open to everyone. 
The library of the Dominicans, in Lonc.lon, was well stored with 
valuable books. Leland mentions some of those he found there; 
and among them a Bible in the vulgar tongue. 
The order were renowned for their lo\"e of study, and were fond 
of the physical sciences. In fact, by their learning they drew scholars 
from the universities to their schools. Such was the character of 
religious orders. 
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Wh:\t is, at this very day, the religious life? "'Yhen I was 
ftt Camaldoli," says Digby, 
'the monks used to begin matius in 
the church at half-past twelve; at three they returued to take 
repose, and at fh'e rose for the day. In the Carthusian monastery 
of La Parti Dieu, on the mountains of Freyburg, the monks r08(' 
at eleven, and remained in the church till two; they then returned 
to rest till five. The day closed with them at seven in the evening, 
when they retired to rest. Such was and is the monastic life. Such 
it was in 8ubstance in all the orders, Franciscan, Dominican, or 
Benedictine. St. Dominic bore a wondeJ'Íul great rC:3pect to all 
other religious orders, and an eminent Franciscan says, "There 
is no order in the whole church in which a good man cannot bo 
saved, ancl in which a bad man will not be condemned. So 
that whether we take the habit of St. nenedi
t, or St. Dominic, 
or St. Francis, it mattei's not, since they are all holy babit
 
constituted by holy men." Trne to these instructions, the gn'at 
poet of the ages of faith in his Paradise represents St. Bona- 
ventura, the Franciscan, proclaiming the praises of St. Dominic, and 
St. Thomas Aquinas, the Dominican, celebrating thol>e of St. 
Francis, each blaming the irregularities, not of the other's order, 
but of that to which he himself belonged. Of course there were 
occasional abuses; but there were wen understood ways of eradi- 
catiJlg them. Good monks set a good example, and if they 
left their monasteries, it was not to withdraw from their order, but 
to found better monasteries. 
"It is to be observed" (says l\Iichaud), "that the monks who wrote 
chronicles of their orùer, or monastery, were careful to mention and 
record whenever an irreligious, or, as they called him, an unhappy 
abbot, ruled; and whenever the monks forgot the spirit of their institu- 
tion, by Hving to themselves rather than to Christ. They never fail 
even to mention at what epochs discipline was in the least relaxed; and 
when there was no attempt to correct them." 
Sometimes we find, when a monastery fell under the dominion of 
an evil superior, the monks who persevered ill sanctity fled. Thus 
St. Richard, IJrior of the Benedictine monastery of our Lady, in 
York, with twelve others, desiring to I"erve God according to the 
rule, and restore the ancient discipline, left the monastery and 
founded the far-famed Abbey of Fonntains, in 1132. This was ofte-n 
exemplified in the mendicant orders: thus, in the Franciscan, an 
Eng1ish friar, named Aùam, was treated as seditious, for opposing a 
superior, who wished to alter the discipline of the rule; and ap- 
pealed to the pope, who caused the deposition of the superior. 
A Protestant writer thus speaks of the mendicant orders :*- 
"
Iuch as the friars have been condemned, and darkly as they have 
been represented, I have no hesitation in stating-, that they did more for 
the revival of learning and progress of English literature than an)" 
other of the monastic orders. 'Ve cannot trace their course without 
ndmil'ation and B1>toni8lnncnt at their :5plendid triumplls and succe8S ; 
* Bihliolliania in the Middle Ages, by Merryweather. 
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they appear to have acted as intellectual crusaders agsinst the prevailing 
ignorance and sloth. The finest names that adorn the literary annals 
of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, the most prolific authors 
who flourished during that long' period, were mendicant friars (i. e. 
Franciscans or Dominicans). We accordingly remember Duns Scotus, 
St. Thomas Aquinas, Roger Bacon, the founder of experimental philo- 
sophy, and Robert Grossteste, the most enlightened ecclesiastic of the 
age. We may not admire the scholastic philosophy of the followers 
of Francis and Dominic, but it is little understood, and condemned 
too often without reason or proof, for those who denounce seldom care 
to read them. I find no religious orders ever before carried the spirit of 
inquir)" to such an extent." 
" The destruction of the monasteries," says Digby, "was the great 
work accompliöhed at the Reformation:' * And the Reformation 
created a disposition, at such irrecollcileahle hostility with the 
evangelic counsels, that, as a necessary conseqUl
nce, all who 80ught 
to follow them, under whate\Oer habit, incurred ahhorrence. Those, 
it is true, who lived nearer to the time of the monks, were not so 
inveterate. It has been remarked, that the greatest and most 
popular dmmatists of the Elizabethan age held the reli
ious orders 
in much reverence. The members whom they introduce are almost 
always holy and venemble men; an,l as no one would hring unl10- 
lJUlar opinions prominently forward in a play intended for repre- 
sentation, we Illay be sure that the public regarded them in the 
same light. In these plays we find nothing that resembles the 
coarse ridicule with which the monks were assailed, two generations 
later, by dramatists who wished to please the multitude." t 
"But as Protestantism was to be progressive, these opinions became 
obsolete, even among the same classes; anti at length the mere sight 
of a monk was sufficient to inflame its votaries with rage and 
scorn.t "The bare sight of one of them" (says a modern author) 
"reanyembitters the existence of an Englishman. If he catches 
sight of a monk at Cadiz or Lisbon, he cannot _ think of anything 
else. It is in vain that the good religious men offer and give 
hospitality; that they have libraries at the disposal of all strangers; 
* U There were, in the reign of Henry VIII.," says Camden, "monuments 
of the piety of our forefathers, built to the honour of God, the propagation of the 
Christian faith and good learning, and the support of the poor. About the 
thirty-sixth year of that king, a torrent, as it were, broke in upon the ecclesiastical 
state of England, and, to the great surprise of the whole world, and oppression 
of the nati01I, at once threw down the greatest part of the religious, with their 
curious structures, most of which, in a short time, were everywhere pulled down, 
their revenues squandered, and the riches which had been consecrated to God by 
the pious munificence of the English, from the time they received Christianity. 
were in a moment di!'persed and profaned. There never were more certain indi. 
cations of, and glorious monuments of Christian piety than these." And Weever 
says: "There were not extant any other seed-plots besides these from whence 
Christian religion and good literature were propagated over this our island." 
t Sir 'V. Temple condescends to reckon the primitive monks and modern 
friars on the list of the great and wise and good. So with Cowley. And every 
one remembers Sterne's portrait of the Franciscan friar. 
::: This has of late been painfully exemplified. 
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that their churches and COll\"ents are full of paintings, statues, and 
objects 01 admirable art, which all persons may enjoy as if their 
own property; in vain that they present everything gratuitously, 
and with the utmost courtesy and benignity. Nothing can cure the 
madness of the English; and under their ignoble hands, these 
institutions perish, ano, I fear, fur ever."* 
This being the state of TJUblic feeling in England, where the 
religious orders have of late year8 been revived, one Giacillto Achilli 
came to England, and represented that he had been a Dominican 
friar, and a priest; and tbat both the priesthood and the religious 
orders were in a very shocking state. Of course, in such a state 
of public feeling, he received a cordial greeting from all those who 
hated the Catbolic Church and her religious orders; and who, 
carried away by their prejudices, never stuppel{ to inquire whether 
the truth were that those orders were so bao that he had to leave 
them, or so good that they could not let him remain. His account 
of the order, after having been in it twenty years, during portions of 
which time he alleges he was in some position or other of authority, 
as lecturer, {)rofessor, visitor, or prior, is as follows :- 
" 'Vho are generally the most wicked persons in Italy? Priests 
and monks. How great are the horrors of the cloisters! where 
ignorance and superstition, laziness, indolence, caluIllny, quarrels, 
immorality of every description, not only Jive, but reign. The most 
abominable vices, long bani:5hed from all society, have taken refuge 
there:'t 
Now, these things were written in IR46, five years after having 
been perpetually excluoed from the priesthood, and after having 
relinquished not only the religious orders, but the Catholic religion; 
and these were his first puhlic intimations of the existence of this 
immorality and these vices in those orders, in one of which he had 
lived (and, necessarily, he could not know much of any other) for 

o many years. During many year:3 he was in the Dominican order, 


* Du J.fécanÏ8me de la Société en France et en Angleterre. 
+ It should serve to show what '"alue is to be attuched to such sweeping 
charges-that when Achilli, on his oath, was challenged to sustain these state- 
ments, he said the monks of Viterbo (the only ones he could have known much 
about) were J!;ood; and generally, that he supposed monks were some good and 
some bad; which, in a certain sense, may be true, as it must be of all men; only 
to make it the wlwle truth, it should be added that the" some" who are good 
are infinitely more numerous than the" some" who are bad. And moreover, in 
the whole course of his career, including this trial. no specific charges have been 
brought by him against particul,u monks or ecclesiastics; "hile anyone \\ill see 
who peruses the report of the trial, that this is more than can be said of himself 
or any of his co-seceders from the Catholic Church. Let the reader refer to the 
history of the :Malta college, with the case of Achilli, Sacarres, and Leonini; 
or to the evidence of his f..llow Dominican, who declined to answer any questions 
touching his own past life, or the other poor apostate, the private secretary of 
Father Gavazzi 
 Surely this trial !>ho\\s that it is only those who leave the 
Church, M are 
xr('H
d from it, agaim,-t whom, if anY-fluch charges can be 
brought! 
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for some time in positions of authority, aud yet no proceeding 
had he taken as to these things; though all history shows that 
if disclosed they woulcl be reformed. He reserves his disclosure 
until he has left the convent,-left the Catholic Church-left 
the country-and embraced a religion which execrates these orders; 
and then, he reserves them until they can be of no use for any 
purpose of their reformation, and can only avail to augment tho 
abomination in which they are held by the people of this country- 
his patrons and supporters! Is it not an amazing instance of the 
blindness of prejudice, ignorance, and enmity, that all this should 
have been credited, without any idea of its being self-contradictory 
and self-condemnatory!* 
It is painful to find that so many should wish to believe every- 
thing abominable of those religious orders which formed for ages 
its noblest ornaments; never hesitate a moment to give credit to 
the vilest charges against the inmates of conYents; should positively 
receive with delight tales of foul crimes, and cherish in their hearts 
the stories of iniquity which any apostate may bring them; it 
never crossing their minds for a moment to ask whether it were not 
more Christian to susJ}ect one person of calumny than hundreds of 
foulest iniquities; never pausing to ask for proof, because not caring 
for it-not desiring to be unconvinced, because fearing to be disap- 
pointed! 
So it was, however; not., doubtless, with the candid, the charitable, 
the liberal, and the enlightened; but they are unhappily in the mi- 
nority; the rest believed. 'Vas this to be acquiesced in by those 
who knew these things to be atrocities of calumny? They all rested 
on the character and credit of Achilli; inquiries were made; evi- 
dence obtained, and in July, 1850, the Dublin ReÛew appeared 
with an article, elaborate, and apparently authoritative, accusing 
Achilli of the very vices he thus imputed to his order! an article 
republished and widely circulated; yet no proceedings were insti- 
tuted, by or on the part of Achilli, to vindicate his character. 
These charges remained unanswered for the whole of the remainder 
of that year, and for nearly the whole of the next, until In October 
last, Achilli contiuuing his denunciations of the priesthood and the 


. (\ "^^ 
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" Especially as there are works extant such as the books of Digby, Faber, 
Capes, and Allies, written by men who have actually been converted to Catholicism, 
in a great degree through the impression made upon them by the piety and sanc- 
tity of the religious houses abroad; and any Protestants could easily satisfy 
themselves as to the piety and sanctity of those at home. Is it uncharitable t
 
say that those who do not so satisfy themselves do not desire to be satisfied? 
Nay, is not one forced to think unfavourably of such as thus show themselves 
obstinately bent upon believing badly of thousands of their fellow Christians? 
"\Vere anyone now partakin
 of t
ese unhappy prejudices to permit them- 
selves to become really acquamted wIth the religious of the order of the Good 
Shepherd (for instance), or the Nuns of Norwood, or the Dominican monks of 
)V oodchester, or the Benedictines of Loughborough, they would soon blush for 
their bigotry. . . 
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religious orders, and goillg about the country declaiming against 
them, and doing his utmost to excite prejudice against them,-Dr. 
Newman, himself a priest, and of a religious order, very naturally 
assumed them to be true; and belie,-ing them so, repeated them in 
substance, in a lecture he was dclin'riug in vindication of the Ca- 
tholic Church, and her prie:sthood, and of religious orders. Then 
ensued the present prosecution. Now, here some considerations 
naturally occur, as to the moral or legal right of the putting forth 
these charges under the circumstances, and tIle moral and legal 
responsibility involved. First, as to the obligations of the Catholic 
religion; anll next, a:s to the requisitions of our own law. 
N ow there can be no question, whether we refer to ancient or 
modern authorities, that the Catholic relig-ion, assuming the charges 
not to he di
proved by Achilli, justified Dr. Newman, indeed, made 
it his duty to publish them, believing them to be true. 
The Saxon laws ecclesiastical tlms speak of the duty of priests :- 
" It is the duty of priests, in their shrift-districts, wisely and pru- 
dently to lead and teach their spiritual flocks; and they may not flinch 
for fear nor love of man from preaching righteousness, and forbidding 
unrighteousness. Weak is the shepherd at the need of fold who will 
Dot with his cry protect the flock that he has to keep, if there be any 
public robber before to rob. He may not flinch if he will secure him- 
self, neither for love nor fear, from saying to men what is most right. 
Woe to them who undertake a spiritual flock, and can neither take care 
of themselves nor of the flock they should keep. Such are those who 
will not, or dare not, warn the people against sins, and correct sins. 
"It is also most needful to mass-priests that they make known to 
their parishioners that everyone strictly preserve himself from false 
witness, because it is a very heavy crime. \Vhatever man shall com- 
mit, or has committed that crime, shall purify himself with the same 
I'enance as concerning' homicide or uther capital crimes: he shall live 
seven years in very narrow misery, 011 penance, or be cast out from all 
Christian men." 
And similar concl usions are confirmell by the Saxon canons aLout 
defamation, * and by the greatest Catholic theolugians. t 


* The Saxon ecclesiastical law thus states the rule all to defamation :-" Palsos 
testes a.communiolle ecclesiastica summO\cnt, nisi pænitentiæ satisfactione crimina 
admi!'sa deleverint. Si quis propter odium falsum testimonium super alterum 
dixerit vii. annm; pæniteat, iii. in pane et aqua; quia Scriptum est, " Qui falsum 
tf'stimonium profert contra pro'\:imum suum extinguatur lucerna ejus in die 
ultimo." Si quis mendacium dherit per ignorantiam et non nocent, confiteatur 
ei cui mentitus est, et sacerdotis judicio bora tarendi dampnetur vel xii. psalmos 
cantet. Illi vero qui semper mentiendi (causà) huc ilIucque discurrant et per 
hoc multa dampnabilia adquirant, sed ad pæuitentiam convertunt primitus omne 
memlacium cxsecrare debent, sicut Scriptum est, .. Perdcs omnes qui locuntur 
u;endacium. " 
t Dr. Kenrick, presf'nt archbishop of Baltimore, in his Theolor/a ],foralis, 
cap. ii., De Famæ et Honoris læsione, says, " Publicam ob utilitatem licet revelare 
ol'culta alicujm: delicta, qui fama abutitur ad alios drcipiendos ;" and btrengthening 
his assertion with the opinion of St. Thomus, 2, 2, quæstio 73, art. 2nd, ad 
primum, which is, " Revf'lare reccatum oc("ultum alicujus, propter ('jus {'men- 
ddtionem, HI propter bonum ju
litiæ publkæ accu&ð.ndo, lion e:ot detrahue.' 
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According to these principles of Catholic moral theology, it is 
clear that, if Dr. Newma.n did not believe the charges he published 
against Achilli to be true, he would be guilty of as great a sin as 
any of those of which he accused Achilli; aucl that, under peril of 
such sin, he would be bound. whenever his belief was altered, to 
make reparation to Achilli by publicly retracting those charges. 
And if he believed the charges true, he coulù of course state, and 
would be called upon to state, the grounds of his belief: but no 
greater onus of proof would be imposed upon one than upon the 
other; the question being not whether the charges against AchilIi 
were proveable, but whether they were true; for they might be true, 
and yet not proveable; and as the Church would proceed in foro con- 
scient-iæ, the accused could ne\'er be allowed to waive the question 
of his guilt until his adversary had proved it. The primary ques- 
tion would not be whether the charges could be pr()n
d, but whether 
they were true. And not only might they be true, though not 
proveable, but they might even be not true, and yet justifiable: 
that is, the circumstantial evidence, or the reasons for belief, might 
he so strong as to justify any person morally in acting upon the 
belief, for his own protection, and the protection of others. There- 
fore the Church would call upon Achilli to disprove the charges 
against him, as well as upon Dr. N ewmall to prove them. Both 
parties, in fact, and not merely one of them, would be called to 
produce all the proof in their power. And even if the charges 
against Achilli were not pro,'ed, it woul!l not amount to disproof, or 
be equivalent to his acquittal, because it would not show them untrue, 
or even always unproveable, but only unproveable at that time. And 
even if they were disproved, that would not prove them groundless, 
so as to be equivalent to the conviction of Dr. Newman of any offence 
at all, still less a grievous offence; and it might yet be that he was 
wholly without blame, having not only belief, but reasonable belief. 
And in that case the Church would not only deem him justified in 
warning the faithful of the man he believed thus guilty of grievous 
sins, but culpable in neglecting so to do; at all events after they had 
been previously brought before the man, and apparently admitted 
by being allowed to pass uncontradicted. A contrary principle 
appears equally revolting to religion, to reason, and to common 
sense; for the practical result would be this. If a clergyman not 
only helieved such grievous sins of a man, but knew that they have 
been brought against him in his presence (publication is the same 
thing in effect) an<Ì not denied, and also knew that this man was 


Upon which the archbishop says. It Sic apostata qui veritatis studio sua prætexit 
vitia, meretur, ut hæc palam prædicentur." 
Concina, in his Theologia Moralis, quoted by Scavina, whose theology is the 
theology of St. Alphonsus, condensed, says, .. Licet revelare verum et occultum 
alterius crimen ut publicum damnum, evitetur quo in casu quisque per se loquendo 
crimen manifestare tenetur; nam bonum communitatis vil1cit bonum particulal is, 
ac quælibet pilI'S tenetur ad bonum totius conferre." 
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doing mudl mischief in society, and had admission into domestic 
circles where he might repeat these shocking offences; yet the 
cler
Yll1an would have to hold his }ICaCe, and allow any amount of 
mischief to be perpetrated, unless he happened to be able to prove 
tbe cbarges he believed: nay more, unless he were persuaded that he 
would always be able to prove them; wbich of COUl'se he could 
not be. 
N or is this all. Such would have been the rule of the Church, 
assuming Achilli to have been originally only the accused; but it 
was otherwise: as already has been sbown, he was originally the 
accuser; he was the aggressor; he went about denouncing the 
priesthood and religious orders as abandoned to immorality and the 
most abominable vices. By the law of the Churcll, he would have 
had to prove these horrible accusations ere he could accuse another 
for retorting them. lIe would have had to justify himself for 
spreading such shocking and scandalous charges. Nay more; it 
would have been impossible that he shoulJ do su, for he would have 
been deemed to stand convicted of having failed in his duty in not 
suppressing tbese iniquities, or exposing tbem, while he was in the 
convents in which he acquired his knuwledge of their existence- 
assuming him to have ever doue so. lIe would have had to show, 
first, how it was he did not do this: until he ::howed this satisfactorily 
he could have had no locus standi to accuse others of crimes he con- 
victed himself of having connived at; and as connivance is as ba(l 
as commission, he could not have accused another uf malicious 
slander, for accusing IÚlll of what he thus would have been deemed 
to lmve admitted. 
Did the law of England eve!' proceed upon a contrary principle, 
or does it now? This is the next question. 
Originally, there was no law apart from the law of the Church. The 
human law was not merely co-extensÌ\Te with tIle Divine, but iden- 
tical with it. Bishops sat with earls in those assemblies of our Saxon 
ancestors where the laws were either agreed upon or administered; 
and it was not only that the secular law was in confurmity with the 
moral theology taught by the Church, but it was, in fact, a trans- 
cript of it, differing only in substituting secular penalties for such 
as were purely spiritual, and enforcing the kielltences of the Church 
with the arm of the civil power. This may be seen amply exem- 
plified in the Saxon laws, recognised by Coke as the sources of our 
comlllon la.w. lIenee the direct way (strange as it may sound to 
Protestants) of testing the law as now laid down, and seeing how 
far it dimricates froUl the original common Jaw of this country, is 
to see how it squares with moral theology as now taught in the 
Cathulic Church; fur, by common consent, that bas not changed, 
as may be seen by comparing any modern Catholic catechism with 
those Saxon laws. And it wiII be found that the more a la.w has 
diyaricaterl from that sacred 8tandarrl, the more it has departed 
from rigbt reason, common sen.:,e, and f,ounrl policy. 
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Hence anciently the courts were partly of a spiritual character; 
and even secular penalties were only added to the spiritual, the 
offence being adjudged according to the moral theology of the 
Church,-a fact, traces of which may be seen in the theological 
expres::.ions "mortal" and "venial," to be found in our old law- 
books.. After the Conquest the secular courts encroached con- 
stantly on the courts spiritual, and more and more devaricated from 
the law of the Church. The secular courts were separated from the 
spiritual, and by degrees deprivecl the latter of any share in the 
adjudication of cases in which the secular courts imposed any 
penalty; thus substituting their jurisdiction, instead of bringing it 
in aid of the spiritual. Hence, in the reign of Edward I., we finel 
a statute recognising that defamation shall be tried in the spiritual 
court, when money is not demanded, but a thing to be done for 
punishment of sin.t And in the reign of Edward II. is another 
Act,t recognising that, in defamations, prelates shall correct; en- 
joining penance corporal.
 
'Yhile offences were cognizable by the courts spiritual, they were 
sure to be dealt with according to common sense and conscience; and, 
be it observed, that long after the cuurts secular lmd usurped the 
jurisdiction of the courts spiritual, the latter retained it in cases 
where priests were concerned, and would, at common law, have 
had cognizance of the case before us, where both parties are priests. 
In the courts spiritual (not at all like the present "ecclesiastical 
('ourts" of the Established Church, those objects of universal 
abomination), the rules of moral theology would be followed, 
which make a slamler mortal if wilful, venial if not wilful; and in 
either case would call on both parties to give all the evidence in 
their power (in addition to their own statements), and would not 
cast the whole onus of proof upon one party, probably the least able 
to sU
!)Qrt it; because (as Coke says) "the nature of crime is 
secret. 
It is to be obsen"ed, that as printing was not discovered until the 
era of the Reformation, in order to arrive at that which would have 
been the law in the time of Edward the Confessor or Edward III., 
in the case of a libel, properly so called,-i. e., 'u:ritten slander, 
printed or published,-it is really requisite to resort to the moral 
theology of the Catholic Church, which certainly in the former of 
these periods would have been implicitly, and even in the latter 
would have been respectfully consulted, by the secular courts. It 
is self-evident that this must have been, and must ever be so in 
Catholic countries; for the judges can scarcely give judgments at 
variance with that religion which they recognise as obligatory on 


* See Mirror of Justice, v. sec. 12. 
t 13 Edw. I. stat. 4, 
::: 9 Edw. II. c. 4. 

 A bill has recently been rejected for remo,"ing the last remaiufi of this sYf'tem, 
a relic of which ilS sometimes seen in our churches in the Ehape of II. white fiheet. 
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their consciences, especially when also recognised Ly the state. At 
least, this IHUSt have been so, except ill cases where corruption 
or coercion induced them to give decisions contrary to tht'ir con- 
science and the law; and therefore the common law originally 
would have been similar to, an<< in the present instance the law of the 
Church: Achilli would have been as much called upon to disprove 
the charges published against him, as Dr. Newman would have 
been to prove them. 
N or would what was or would have been the law of libel in 
ancient times be nccessarily changed in principle by the chan
e of 
religion, though it woulc1, of course, in its application. Many 
curious cases after the Ueformation illustrate the alterations that 
ensued as to what was deemed a libel,-i.e., as reflecting on a man's 
character. Thus it was heM by Lord Holt, in the reign of Queen 
Anne, to be a libel to accuse a man of wishing to hring in popery; 
and he cited a case in which it Lad been held, that e,ren to call a 
lUan a papist wa.s libellous; fur "the wry being a papist shows 
"hat his principles and affectiuns are, and is guod reason to remove 
ltim out of every office of trust." * Dut nevertheless, except so far 
as necessarily affected by the change of religion, the principles of the 
law of libel would remain the same; and it is with reference rather 
to that which would privilege a libel from prosecution that the ques- 
tion has to be cunsidered in the present case, in which no one doubt
 
tllere was a libel. For the invention of printing, after all, per- 
haps, affects the question, at all e\'ents in Catholic theology, and, as 
it is conceived, so ought reason and sound sense, not in principle, hut 
degree; as printing a defamatory statement i.'i simply speakiDg it to 
a greater number of persons than is ordinarily possible by word of 
mouth; for how could it matter whether a libel be spoken (as it 
may be) to 5,000 persons at a public meeting, or written to them in 
a printed publication? t 
Practically, too, evidence at the trial is often rendered unavailable 
by reason of the rigid 8trictness of our rules of evidence. K ow, it 
is to be remarked, that in the case of an application for a criminal 
information, as it is an extraordinary procedure on the part of the 
court, the old J)rinciple of law has in a great degree continued to be 
acted upon-at all events, until very lately. The pro8ecntor has always 
had, hy his own affidavit, in the first place, to deny distinctly the 
truth of all the charges he complains of; and it is believed that he 
was expected to go as far as it was I,ossible towarlls disproving 
them. The defendant's showing the truth of the charges would 
induce the court to refuse the motion.t But then, on the other 


* How v. Pr;n, 7 Modern Reports; Holt, C.J., 11 Modern Reports, 99. 
t Thus Twysden, J., in a case temp. Charles II., says of a printed publication, 
.. It is no more than if the defendant had employed 8everal clerks to write as 
many copies as he has now printed." (Lake v . J(ing, Saunders' Reports, 133.) 
::: Per Pratt, J., King v. Beckerton, Strange, 498. Hobart, CJ., Hobart's 
Reports, 25;
. 
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hand, exactly in proportion to the conscièntiousneB
 of the party 
prosecuted will be his :scrupulousness as to swearing positivcly 
to the truth of what he only believes, however firmly and however 
reasonably, bccause upon credible testimony; for few conscien- 
tious persons would swear to any fact they did not personally 
know, although a contrary practice is notoriously prevalent in 
courts of justice, and the every-day proceedings of life. So that, 
e'"en upon a criminal information, a party may be utterly defenceless 
who has most laudably, to warn others, ma.de serious imputations upon 
another, perfectly true-and which he may believe to be true, and 
may even be able, morally, and at one time ha.ve been able, legally, 
to prove, and thus practica.1ly there may be no protection for the 
public against the greatest impostor or the most atrocious scoundrel. 
Thus, in this case first put, why should the party Imblishing the 
libel under such circumsta.nces be called upon to prove the libel true, 
any more than the party libelled should be called upon at least to 
give as much evidence as he can of its being false? at all events, 
where the former proves that he is not in a position in which it 
is possible to give legal proof of its truth; and the other, it is 
obvious, must be able, if it be false, of giving some evidence of its 
falsehood. Originally, it is cunceived, this was so, even in trials; 
and though afterwards on actions for libel the party suing could !lot be 
examined as to the truth of the libel, by a recent Act he may 
be called for in actions, and in cases of criminal informations he 
may offer himself for examination. But then this is not very 
material in the worst cases of all, - those in which the libel 
is a very bad one, i. e., charges of the blackest crimes; and is 
also true, thuugh not legally proveable, for in those very cases, tile 
party libelled being a person without conscience or scruple, will 
assuredly either not appear, or if he do appear, will deny it; and 
as it requires two witnesses to convict of pm:jury, he may do so 
with impunity exactly in the cases of greatest and grossest iniquity, 
where of necessity there will ordinarily be no witness to the actual 
cOlllmission of the crime. 
In such cases there seelllS only one chance of refuge for the party 
prosecuted, viz., his being able to show fruUl the other's own conduct 
that he was conscious of the crimes imputed to him; as, for example, 
that he had ever been charged with them in his presence, without 
his contradicting them; and that they had ever been published to 
his knowledge without his publicly meeting them. This of course 
would be necessarily an uncertain and rare resource, tllOugh 
still it is easily conceivable that it might occur; where a man 
at one time durst not contradict the charges because dreading that 
they would be legally pl'oveable, and at a subsequent time was 
either dragged forward by others to vindicate his character, or 
ventured upon it himself, in the hOI,e that the charges were legally 
proveable no longer. 
So strongly docs the law of Engl:md even now (('el this, tl1at on 
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:m application for a criminal information it is of itself a sufficient 
answer (and even on indictments, or in an action, strong matter 
of suspicion), that the party complaining has not come forward 
promptly, * or has aJIowed the libel to I)ass on some previous o'Cca- 
sion without publicly meeting it.t And this, perhaps, is the principle 
on which it is laid down as a general rule, that an action is not 
maintainable against a person who repeats defamatory matter put 
forth by another; though this rule also is fettered by such technical 
restrictioDs as to be practically valueless at a trial. 
The whole law and practice of the Court of Queen's Bench as 
to crimiDal information has ever been in conformity with this prin- 
ciple, for it has proceeded upon this rule, that this extraordinary 
intervention shall not be invoked by anyone who has not come 
promptly to the court upon the first publication of the charges com- 
plained of; and if he disclose that there has been some former 
publication thereof, upon him is cast the onus of accounting for 
his not having come earlier. And even in an action a long delay 
would be fatal. 
Yet, as will be seen from the subsequent statement of the case, 
the Court granted the rule, and ordered the information, upon an 
affidavit of the prosecutor disclosing that there had been a previous 
publication of some of these charges; and not disclosing that he 
had accounted for his not having resorted to any public court of 
justice for vindication of his character! 
Unfortunately an Act was passed a few years ago by Lord Camp- 
bell, which, like so many other Acts of Parliament for amendment 
of the law, was no real improvement, and which enacted that the 
defendant on a criminal information might plead the truth of his 
charges, and prove them, if he could. Of course, in cases where 
he could prove them, this might not much matter, but in cases 
where, however true, they were not pro'l)eable, to put him to the 
proof was really to leave him at the mercy of the prosecutor. And 
unhappily the effect of the Act has been-certainly seems to ltave 
been in this case-to induce the Court to be too easily sati::>fied with 
the prosecutor's affidavit of denial, and too easily induced to grant 
the information, hoping that no hardship will ensue, 011 account 
of the defendant being enabled to plead the truth at the tria1. 
The fallacy is, it is conceived, palpable, of confounding permission to 
prove with power to prove, or proveability with truth. And yet, on 
reference to the argument upon the rule, it will be seen the Court 
relied on this delusive resource of the defendant, as a reason fur 
refusing him time even to answer the affidavit of the prosecutur ! 
The readpr is requested to consider the affidavit on which the 
Court granted the information; an affidavit disclosin,g that one of 
the heaviest charges contained in the alleged libel hall been marlp 
* Regina v. Murray, Jurist, 37, where there had been a delay of a few 
months onlv. 
t Maitlånd v. Goldney,2 East, -12;). 
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in Borne ma.nner in the course of some proceeding in a court of 
justice, and not disclosing that the prosecutor and deponent ever 
publicly denied the charge, 01' publicly challenged inquiry into 
it; an affidavit, also, disclosing that so long as a whole year 
before it had been published in a London newspaper, that he had 
been dismissed by tbe committee of a Protestant college, after 
they had heard unplea
ant statements as to his past life, and 
not disclosing that he ever took any public notice of tbis publication, 
either as to the charges thus made or the reasons of his dismis:,:al. 
The records of the Court of Queen's Bcnch furnish, it is believed, no 
instance of a criminal information granted on such an affidavit!* 
Now though tbe law always held the truth of a libel ajustification 
in an action, and by Lord Campbell's Act it is so now in a prosecution 
or criminal information (although, even before that Act, truth was an 
answer to an application fora criminal information, which of itself would 
seem to show that at common law it mu::>t once have been an answer on 
the trial of the infórmation, the peculiar object of which is vindication 
of character; and it seems absurd to say that while an information will 
not be issued if the libel appears upon the affidavits to be true, the 
defendant is to be convicted, though it be proved by witnesses 
at the trial to be true), yet the defendant has to plead and })rove a 
justification; and if ho be not able to prove it, however true it may 
be, he has no defence, unless he can make it out in law a privileged 
pu blication. 
N ow it is of the utmost importance to distinguish between cases in 
which the publication of a libel is privileged, and where it is jus- 
tifiable. In the former class of cases, the party publishing it haa 
not to prove its truth; in the latter, he has. 
It cannot be, that the law of England only holds such publi- 
cations privileged as are essential for common mercantile transactions, 
or the ordinary commerce of life, and protects no other; and in all 
other cases calls upon the party publishing the libel, however laudable 
may have been his object,-however valuable the warning it may 
convey,-however convinced he may be of the truth of it,-however 
incapable of proving it,-calls upon him at the trial to prove it: and 
not only so, but to prove it, not merely by moral but by legal evidence; 
or, if he fail, brands him as a libeller, and inflicts imprisonment or fine! 
If in many cases it cannot be otherwise at the trial,-that is, according 
to the law as it stands,-then this very fact shows surely that such 
injustice is to be avoided, and that such cases should not be sent to 
stand the test of trial, whenever it is possible fairly to consider them 
privileged. Practically, therefore, the question comes to one of 
privileged publication; and on this the law will probably be 
warped by the religion of the country and the opinion of the age. 
One of the most curious cases on the subject (perhaps the earliest) 
* And still less of its being accompanied by such observations as those of the 
Lord Chief Justice on the occasion,-the use of the epithet" ribaldry;" and an 
insinuation of possibility of a conspiracy to suborn perjury! 
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is tlm! which Cuko cited, * in tho reign of JamcS! I., as having 
occurred in the reign of Elizabeth, where a. parson, In a sermon, 
recited a. t3tory out of Foxe's It/arty,'olo!}iø, that one Greenwood, 
being a great persecutor, hatl great plagues inflicted upon him, and 
fell by the hand of Got!; whereas, in truth, he never was so plagued, 
and was himself })resent at the sermon; and thereupon brought his 
action. And the Court said, that, being delivered but as a story, 
and not with any malice or intention to iujure any. he was not guilty. 
This princil)le, here acted upon, is, it is conceived, one of common 
sense, and was acted on in the reign of Charles 11., t w hen a 
petition to padiament had been I,rinted and circulated, chal'ging the 
plaintiff with ., many horrible and great abuses," and Sir Matthew 
Hale held the publication was not actionable. So, in 1793, Lord 
Kenyon recognised the principle, though denying its application, 
declaring that, in order to constitute a libel, there m1lst be a mali- 
cious intention to defame.t And, in 1813, Lord Ellenborough, in 
a case reported by the present chief justice of the Queen's Bench, 
who tried the case of Dr . Newman, held a publication privileged 
which charged the plaintiff with publishing works of an improper 
and immoral tendency. "The main question," (he said) ,. is quo 
animo the defendant published the article, whether he meant to put 
down a nuisance to public morals, or to prejudice the plaintiff. To 
ascertain this, it is material to know the general nature of the 
defendant's publication; the plaintiff is buund to prove the defen- 
dant actuated by malice, and the d('fendant discharges himself by 
showing the contrary. Libe}.tyof criticism must be al1owed, or we 
should neither have purity of taste nor of morals. Free di::;cussion 
is essentially necessary to the truth of history, and the advancement 
of science. That publication, therefore, I shall never consider as a 
libel, which has for its object, not to injure the reputation of an 
individual, but to correct misrepresentations of fact; to refute 
sophistical rca-goning; to expose a vicious taste, or to censure what 
is hostile to morality." 
 
Again, a ca-ge occurred in 1827, in which a dissenting preacher had 
been charged with forgery by a member of his" denomination," who 
failed to prove the charge, whereupon the question arose if the pub- 
lication were privileged. The judge left it to the jury, whether the 
letter were a communication made boná fide in answer to the inqui- 
ries instituted touching plaintiff's conduct. They found the con- 
trary, which was clearly tbe case, for the publication complained of 
was a considerable time after the matter had been investigated and 
disproved, so the Court decided against tllC defendant; Lut they 
plainly affirmed the principle, that if there be a question of puL]ie 
interest re8pecting the character of a mini::;ter of reli
ion, a lJUb- 
* Locke v. King, Saunders' Reports. 
t Brook v. ftl'ontague. Cooke's Reports, temp. James I., 90. 
: Rex. v. Abingdon, I E
pina<;
e's Reports. 

 Tabart v. Tapper, 1 Campbell's Rellorts, 350. 
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lication is privileged, if not malicious, which is only designed 
ond 
fide for the benefit of the public; a doctrine naturally deducible 
{rom tIle principle laid ùown by Lord Ellellborough in the case 
before cited.:)I: 
It must not be omitted to observe tlmt, in law, no proceeding is 
8upportable for a libel unless it be legaBy malicious; and tllùu
'h 
ordinarily the law implies malice from the publication of what is cal- 
culated to prejudice another, and does not require proof of malice, 
yet where it appears that tllCre was not malice, it is otherwise; and 
the definition of a "privileged communication" is a puLlication 
made on such an occasion as rebuts the pri-má facie inference of 
malice arising from the puhlication of matter prejudicial to the cha- 
racter of the plaintiff, and throws UpOll him the onus of proving 
actual malice,t i.e., that the defendant was actuated by motives of 
personal spite or ill-will.t And Lord Campbell, in a case last year, 
said: "The rule is, that if the occasion is such as will repel the 
presumption of malice, it is a privileged communication, and it lies 
on the party complaining to prove that malice existed. It would be 
very hard if, where a person has done no more than discharge his 
duty to himself and society, he should thereby be renùered liable to 
an action." lIe a:rain reco,!!nised the principle, saying, " The question 
is, whether the occasion of the publication rebuts the inference of 
malice arising from the matter of it:' Again, in 1823, Mr. Justice 
Bayly recognised the same principle, citing those very words; and 
Lord Tenterden said: "The malicious intent may be inferred from 
the publication of the slander itself, in a case \\ here no evidence is 
given to rebut the inference." In 1839, the present Lord Call1pLell 
cited the old case first above referred to, as quoted by Coke; and 
also maintained that publications, for the good of the community, 
have been held privileged in many instances. And this was re- 
markably illustrated in 1840, in a case in whicll 1\1r. Stowell was 
sued for libelling a Catholic priest.
 The libel was as strong as 
could well be concei ved, for it charged that the priests "grind 
the people down and debase them as low as the beasts that perish ;'" 
and although, at the trial, a yerdict lmd been found a!,rainst him 
under Baron Rolfe, who said, "the occasion" (an anti-l\laynooth 
meeting) "did not negative malice," the verdict was set aside. Lord 
Denman recognised the principle that there might be an occasion of 
a public discussion on a religious subject, on which tIle s}Je:tking of 
libellous matter would be privileged, and he only denied the 
application of the doctrine to tLat case. He said, "'Y e consider 


* Blacklwrne v. Blackburne, 4 Bingham's Reports, 408. 
t Per Parke, B., Wright v. JVoodgate, 2 Crompton, Meeson, and Roscoe's 
Reports. 
::: Taylor v, Hawker/a, 20 Law Journal Reports, Q.B. 313. 

 Rex v, Creery, I Maule and Selwyn's Reports, Rex v. Harvey, 2 Barn- 
well and Cresswell's Reports. Hearne v. Stowell, 12 Adolphus and Ellis's 
Reports. 
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the old case (cited by Coke) is not law; * all the other C3,ses 
are perfectly consistent with the doctrine, that the privilege 
which protects a communication must result from a right to dis- 
cuss the particular matter, in respect of which the alleged libel is 
published:" In that case, there clearly was no such right, for the 
libel related to the priest's conduct in imposition of penance, which had 
no natural or neces;:;ary connection with the l\Iaynooth endowment. 
Assuming, then, that Father Newman di(l not prove any lmrt of 
his charges (which is a question whereon the reader will exercise 
his own judgment), then the question of law would arise, whether 
the occasion of publication was privileged; which would depend on 
another qnestion, whether it rebutted the ordinary inference of 
malice? This question, on which proba,hly few impartial persons will 
have much doubt, depends upon wllCther the publication were" to 
put down a public nuisance or to prejudice the plaintiff,'" which will 
be best decided by a reference to the antecedents of the occasion and 
the" general nature of the IJublication t whether, in the words of 
the judges, in the cases cited, the circumstances showed that (in the 
language of Loril :Ellenborou
h) the o
ject was not" to injure the 
reputation of an individual;' but to "correct misrepresentations of 
fact;" or to "censure what is hostile to morality;"' or, in the language 
of Lord Denman, that there was "a right to discuss publicly the 
particular matter in respect of which the alleged libel is published:" 
It will be for the unprejudiceJ reader to decide whether there 
could have been any intention "to injure the reputation" of a man 
by repeating charges already published by others, and remaining 
undisputed; whether it is or is not more probable that the o
ject 
was to " put down a public nuisance "" than to "prejUilice the plan- 
tiff?" whether, when the party libelled had publicly made char
es 
against the priesthood anJ religious orders in general-to both which 
states of life the plaintiff and defendant belonged-there was or was 
not a reasonable occasion to "correct misrepresentations of fact?"" 
and whether statprnents tending to disprove those charges-by de- 
8troying the credit of the person who made them (a common course 
in courts of justice for such a purpose ),-did or did not come within 
the strictest rule laid down, that there must be "a right to discuss 
thp particular matter" to which the libel related? 
Presuming that these questions are determined by the reaJer in 
favour of Father Newman, then it will follow that the puhlication 
was pri vilegcJ, by reason of the occasion; amI that it was not 
necessary to justify it, and to plea,d and prove a justification; but 
that aU he had to rlo was to show so much of the circumstances and 
caUSf>S of publication-and the antecedents of the case-as in law 
constituted the ground of privilege, viz., the raising of a public con- 
trov('r
y. on the part of AchilJi himself, as to the character of reli- 
gious orders in general, and especially of the one to which he had 


* SPrl qUfPre de 'mc; see it rited 1 B. & A. and 4 B. & C. 
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belonged; and a controversy neC'essarily implicating his own con- 
duct in that order, to which the libel related. That being shown- 
as it is conceived it clearly was-then it was for Achilli to disprove 
the charges, rather than Dr. Newman to prove them. 
The question would appear really to have been unconsciously 
decided by Lord Campbell in favour of Dr. Newman; for he laid it 
down at the trial that the publication was clearly (assuming it to be 
true) for the public advantage; seeing that Achilii had raised a con- 
troversy on the subject of the character of the Catholic clergy and reli- 
gious orders, in which it was manifest the public had an interest. It 
will not avail to answer to this that it only implied that the tmth was 
a condition of its being for the public benefit; because, on that sup- 
position, the terms of Lord Campbell's Act are unmeaning, which 
require that, in addition to the libel being true, it should be pleaded 
and proved that its publication was for the public benefit; which 
certainly shows that the latter is a distinct, and not a dependent 
stipulation; and though the Act requires both these things, that is 
only on the plea of justification, which is quite consistent with its 
haying been done maliciously; whereas, on the plea of " not guilty," 
the question arises, at common law, whether the libel be privileged j 
in which case a plea justifying it on the ground of truth would not 
be required, unlcss malice were expressly proved. 
It is rather remarkable that on the very day on which the trial 
concluded, a case was reporterl-tried before that upright and 
honourable judge, the Lord Chief Baron, in which the law was 
laid down, not only in conformity with the principles above main- 
tained, but with the most ancient authorities alluded to, on the sub- 
ject; and in a case, too, not (lissimilar in character to the present. 
There, a clergyman had sent round the parish a circular, cautioning 
the people not to send their children to the plaintiff's school; and 
applying to him certain severe expressions in Scripture, such as 
"schismatics," and "evil deeds," &c. The Lord Chief Baron held 
that the occasion on which the letter was pul)lished, in the absence of 
proof of express malice, made it a privileged communication; and that, 
therefore, its truth need not be proved. * The analogy between that 
case and the present is obvious; and it is not, as any lawyer will 
see, at all affected by the fact, that the charges in the present 
instance are far more serious, which makes no dIfference in point of 
principle; and, indeed, supposing them tme, but not provcable, 
would only make it more important to support the privilege, while, 
on the other hand, would make it more easy, if not true, for 
the prosecutor to prove that malice which could destroy the 
privilege. t 


* Gilpin v. Fowler (clerk), Court of Exchequer: sittings at Nisi Prius, 
(June 21), before the Lord Chief Baron and a special jury. 
t The evil likely to arise from protecting information bonâ fide given to pre- 
vent damage from misconduct, appt'ars much less than that from putting a stop 
to such information, by rendering the giver of it liable, unless he has legal 
C 2 
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Th{' qn('
tion, hOTl'"evpr, is one of law,* which it is for the Court 
to decide, and which was not raised at the trial. Before passing tn 
the trial, however, there is a class of cases on the subject of privi- 
leged libels, which it is proper to advert to, in connection with 
a. somewhat painful feature in the proceedings-the conduct of the 
Attorney General and of the judge. The decisions alluded to are those 
which concern what is caned pri,-ilege of counsel. Among the cases 
in which the law holds a libel, thongh false, yet not actionable, if 
not prover{ to have been malicious-is that of counsel at the ]):tr. 
In the very case already cited in the time of James I. t it was said, 
" A counsellor hath a privilege to enforce anything which is informed 
unto him by his client, and to give it in evidence. being pertinent to 
the matter in question ;" and in another case it was lairl down that" if 
a counsel Bpeak scandalous words against one in defending his ('lient's 
cause, an action lies not against him for so doing; for it is bis duty to 
I9peak for his client; and it shall be intended (understood) to be spoken 
according to his client's instructions:"
 The old reports are brief, 
and often ohscure; and it mnst be presumed that it was" intended;" 
from the fact of its being in the "instructions;' that the counsel be- 
lieved it true; and then the doctrine is consistent with the general 
principles above elucidated. And this is, indeed, the rea.son de- 
ducible from subsequent decisions. In IBIB, a case was determined 
in which an action was brought against Sir James Scarlett for 
saying in a speech at tbe bar, that the plaintiff was a " fraudulent 
and wicked attorney:" 
 The Court said the words were privileged, 
becau
e pertinent and relevant to the case, and not used at random, 
but were a fair comment on the circumstances of the case; and 
that the action could not be maintained, unless it could be shown 
that the counsel availed himself of his situation malif'iousJy to utter 
words wholly unjustifiable. In another case, Mr. ,Justice Bayley 
said, "The speech of a counsel is privileged by the occasion on 
which it is spoken; he is at liberty to make strong, even calumnious 
observations against the party, tbe witnesses, amI the attorney in 
the cause. The law presumes that he acts in discharge of his 
duty;" and 1\1 r. Justice Holroyd adds: "If in the course of a 
<'-Ruse he utter observations injurious to individuals, and (query, or) 
not relevant, he could be sued in an action showing that the matter 
was spoken maliciously, and without reasonable and prohable cause:" 
I
ord ElJenborough laid down the Jaw thus :-" The law pri- 
vileges many communications which otherwise might be considered 
calumnious. In the case of master and servant, the convenience of 
mankind requires that what is said in fair communication between 


proof of the truth. Per Erie, J., Co:rhead v. Richard" CommOn Pleas, Trinity 
Term, 1846. 
* Brook v. Alontague, Croke's Reports, temp. James I. 90. 
t U'ood v. Grenston, Styles's Reports. 
::: Per Cresswt'I1, J., Co.rhl'ad v. Rir"ard.
. 

 Hf}dgson v. Seudett, I Bamwf'JI and .\!Ùf'J'snn's Rf'port!'o, :!42, 
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man and man on the subject of charactel. should be privileged, if 
made bO'llâ fide and without malice. So a counsel intrustefl with the 
interests of others, and speaking from their information, for the sake 
of public convenience, is privileged in cOlllmenting f
tirly upun the 
circumstances of the cabe, and in making observations on the 
parties concerned, and their instruments or agents in bringi
}g the 
cause into court," And ::\11'. Justice Bayley says, "If the epithets 
were not warrante
 the judgc in ltis summing up at tlte trial may 
get the '/ìt,atlcr right." In another case,:I(: 1\Ir. Justice Holroyd said, 
"The observations map be commentcd on bp the judgc:' 
N ow these autllOrities are cited for several purposes: first, in 
support of the general principle of law, as to libels privileged by the 
occasion; next, to raise an argulllcnt by way of analogy for its 
application to the present case; for if what may be said by a master 
a.s to the character of a cook is privilegeJ by reason of public con- 
venience, is not what a clergyman may say of another, who claims 
to be a clergyman, à multo fortiori priviJegeJ? Is not the case of 
a cook of infinitely less importance than that of one who has tlte 
care of souls? And let it be recollected that the character of 
Achilli was relevant anJ of public interest, not merely as respects 
the Homan Catholic Church, but the Church of England; fUI', if he had 
been duly and justly degraded from the priesthood for immo- 
rality, then the question arises whether he be aJmissible into the 
Church of England, which, admitting the orders of Catholic IJriests, 
of course admits the authority over such prie!'>ts of Catholic bishops 
aud other ecclesiastical superiors, and necessarily recoguises their 
sentences, for offences, which the Church of England considers a:j 
offences. 
In point of fact, however, at the trial, Dr. Newman was prepared to 
prove the l)lea he had been compelled to plea
 it not being prudent 
to depend only on a point of law; and it is important to remark, 
that though it is both in law and right reason open to a party 
prosecuted for several sepamte libels, distinct in date anJ in detail, 
to plead I:;eparately the truth of each, and to defend himl:;elf in pro- 
portion to his proof (supposing him not privileged for part or for the 
wlwle), the rules of pleading are, or rather were, so technical in 
their character that if this had been attempted, the prosecutor, who, 
as it iI:;, demurred twice to the plea, Iliight have raised questions of 
form which woulJ have protracted the trial until the demurrer was 
deciJed or the pleading altered, and so it was deemed best not to 
attempt it, but to plead one plea to the whole of the alleged libel, 
incurring thereby all the risk of another technical rule of pleading,- 
that the whole of a plea must be proved,-the practical result being 
that Dr. Newman was placed in this l)o:,;ition, that he had to prove 
everyone of the separate charges he had made; so that requiring 
him to enter into proof a,t all was really to render it moml1y certain 


* Flint v. Pi!.e, 4 Barn
eJl. and Cres;,well's Rt>ports. 
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that legal proof might fail on some part of the plea, and therefore 
that in strict law a verdict must go against IJim. 
These authorities, however, have been cited for another purpose, 
which has a more immediate reference to the course of the trial to 
which we are now coming, viz., to raise a serious question as to the 
conduct of the Attorney General and of the judge. It will be seen 
that counsel are even considered legally responsible if they utter 
ob::.crvations injurious and calumnious-maliciously and without 
reasonable and l)ro1.able cause; and every lawyer knows that malice 
is usually inferred from the want of reasonable and probable cause. 
l\Ioral responsiLility of course may arise even where legal 
responsibility does not, and the sense of honour existing in the pro- 
fession of the har can scarcely be less rigid than the requisitiolls of 
common sense or common honesty. It has, indeed, heen laid down 
by a very distinguished lawyer in our own times, that an advocate 
is bound to disregard aU other considerations save the interest of his 
client; but as such a sentiment seems simply iniquitous, it surely 
will not be recognised in a Christian country. It will be, hO\Vf::'ver, 
for the reader to judge whether it has not been acted upon in this 
case. 
It was so, unless it be held that counsel are justified in defending 
their client, on his oath alone, by imputing to a large number of 
persons, as respectable in position, aIlII not impeached in character, 
either the same offence as that with which he is charged, or other 
offences equal to or exceeding it in atrocity. 
For the A ttorney General' B defence of A('hilJi was, as Sir Å. Cock- 
burn &'ti<1. it would he, simply this, that every person who swore 
against him swore falsely, anù that any document produced against 
him was a fabrication. Now Achilli was charged with aJultery, &c., 
and he is defended by imputing to a large number of persons perjury 
and forgery. 
This is no exaggeration; the Attorney General's hypothe!"is was, 
some of the most eminent ecclesiastics in Europe had conspired to 
forge a judgment reciting certain chal'ges a.
ainst AchiHi, and then 
to suborn false evidence to sust:tÏn those fahricatcd charges! And 
of course it followed that all the evidence in supI>ort of them was 
faJse, and the greater portion of it wilfully false. ATld he had no 
other ground for this awful hypothesis but tIle oath of his client, 
speaking in his own llefence, and for his own interest! Is this con- 
::;istent with morality? 
Had he "reasonable and proyeable cause" for imputing C'onspiracy, 
perjury, and forgery to a numhf'r of I)ersons, mo:,t of them respect- 
able, many of them reputed to be not only respectable hut pious and 
c!"timable ? 'Vas the oath of his own client "rea
onaLle a))(ll'rove- 
able cause OJ for this shocking accusation? If not, then it must have 
been malignant and mendacious, and conseqnently immoral. 
The writer does not presume to determine the question or even to 
express an opinion upon it; perh:tpa his opinion is too 
trong to 
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f'xpress, and his feelings upon the subject too powerful for expression, 
His readers will judge for themselves. But he ventures to remark. 
as justifying him in raising the question, that he is vindicated not 
merely by the authorities he has cited, but by the actual example 
of the most high-mindel! and honourable men at the bar. Cases 
occur (he is informed, constantly) in which counsel, when they find 
they cannot defend a client without implicating otllers whom they 
do not conscientiously believe guilty, throw up their briefs; and he 
remembers that Sir A. Cockburn has done so in more than one 
instance. On an opposite principle the profession of the har woult! 
appear absolutely infamous, and one of far deeper infamy than that 
of the poor polluted creatures who pace our pavcments. 
The question will be, then, did t5ir :Frederic Tlwsiger really 
believe in the monstrous theory of pmjury and forgery he put for- 
ward in his cl ien t's defence? * If decided by the reader in the 
negative, a painful conclusion must follow, not merely as to the 
counsel, but as to the judge. It will have been observed that the 
great authorities already ciled show that if the expref'f'ions of the 
advocate are unjustifiable it is the duty of the judge to comment 
upon and correct them; and so, if the Attorney General were 
culpable, it would follow tllat Lord Campbell was equally so for 
neglectin
 to discharge the duty, and protect the characters of those 
who were thus cruelly sacrificed. The writer repeats he expresses 
no opinion, but leaves it to the reader to determine. 
In fact, the reader will have to decide whether Achilli or all the 
witnesses against him swore falsely. As Sir Alexander Cockburn 
says, there is no alternative: it is an issue awful in one sense, 
absur,! in another; but such is the issue. And perhaps those who 
read the trial are in a better position to deciùe it than those who 
heard it, being hetter ahle calmly to sift and compare the evidence 
of tbe witnesses on one sille and the other; and especially to com- 
pare the evidence of AchiUi, not only with that of Dr. K ewman's 
witnesses, but also with that of his own. There is the more neces- 
sity for this, as his counsel, contrary to the course always taken 
when the object is the vindication of character, declinccl to call him 
for examination until Dr. Newman's case had been proved; the 
result of which was not only to take the chance of that case breaking 
down in proof, but to allow Achilli the opportunity of considering 
the evidence against him before he was examined, t instead of being 
examined before he was aware what evidcnce could be adduced 
against him; thus depriving the defendant of any power of apply- 
ing the most effective test of its moral value. t 


* If he did, be was, I think, the only person in court, except such as were 
ab;:olutely besotted with prejudice and ignorance. 
t H anng it taken down by short-hand writers. 
t Wbere a person is to swear in his own defence, and does not know wbat can 
be proved against him, of course he cannot so safely make general denials of 
charges, as he can if be ba'"e the opportunity of :;ifting what is proveaùle again
t 
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Sir F. Thesiger, in the argument on the rule to enlarge the rule 
for the criminal information, contended that a party making charges 
in this country against another ought to be prepared at any time to 
prove them in this country! even though they related to acts alleged 
to have been committed out of this country! Such a monstrous 
principle staggered Sir A. Cockburn, as well it might; and was too 
much even for the Lord Chief Jnstice to adopt to the utmost, 
although, as may be seen, he in substance acted upon it; and only 
uccompanie,l it by this mild modification, that it was not an 
" invariable or infallible rule! .. The result of such a rule must be 
that a person could never safely state anything, however important 
it may be that it should be known, as to the bad aets of another, 
abroad or at home, for he must necessarily run the risk of the wit- 
nesses being removed out of his reach; and thus, if those persons 
whom he has accn<;ed only wait till then, they will make him an easy 
prey in the Court of Queen's Bench! How would 8ir !1'reùeric or 
l..ord Campbf'll like the rule applied to their own families? Sup- 
pose a daug-hter were ahout, for in!'ltance, to marry a most abanlloned 
man, of whom some one coul(l publicly testify dreadful Jeeds done 
abroad, but against whom he durst not venture to publish them at the 
risk of being called upon at any time to prove them! 
And it will be seen that from first to last there has heen on the 
part of the prosecution an cnllf'avour to protract t1.(' proceedings, and 
to prev('nt this l'ause from coming to trial; and that these ('ndeavours 
l1ave delayed the trial no less than four months, from the 16th Feb- 
ruary, when it might have come on, to the 21st.J une, when it did come 
on. And that during the interval witnesses were lost by remo,'al; 
just as in the interval hetween the TlUhlication of the article in the 
ÐnMin Review ane} of Dr. Newman's lectures, documents hat! been 
lost by an accidental burning of archives. 
The comparison of a large mass of evidence, such as was taken 
in this Cc'Lse, can scarcely he performed hy the jury, without some 
assistance from the judge; and, of course, in giving or withholJing 
tlHtt aid, great inju8tice may either intentionally or unintentionally 
bf' (lone. In such a case, not to guiJe is as bad as to misguide; 
;m.1 the withholding may be as mischievous as the expressing of an 
"pinion. Tlmt charge, indeNI, may be the more dangerous which 
misleads, simply by not leading; as a miscarriage of justice may 
11c more diffiC'ult to dibcover which occurs through non-direction 
tlwn hy mis-direction. The very silence of a judge may be fatal; 
and a smile, or a ehake of the he3 1 1, e
pecially if he b(' a man of 
much gravity, nmy be decisiv{>. There is a phrase which speaks 


him; and 80 sbapin
 his answers exactly to what he knows bas been sworn, in 
such a manner as adroitly to evade absolute contradiction in every case where it 
is possible to avoid it; and rather to adapt his own evidence to it. The common 
rule of excluding witnesses from court in cases where tht're is a conflict of evi- 
denl'e, in order to prl'vf'nt coHusion. is sufljcif'nt to fihow the ,.alue of this tebt, 
try 
bich Achilli's counst>l rlerlincd to subject him. 
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about whispering or smiling away a reputation, and a judge may 
easily, in a similar way, dispose of a witness, or destroy a great 
body of evidence, or even damn a whole case. Anù he can do this, 
of course, the more easily if he conform to the prejudices and pre- 
disposition of the jury. Here it is that a negative is as bad as an 
affirmative misconduct on the part of a judge, and may cause as 
serious a mi::;carriage of justice. In such a case, to do nothing is 
to do mischief; to be neutral is to be fatal. Silence (to use a com- 
mon saying) is sometimes, and usually, assent; and the assent of a 
judge is sanction, and may seem to lend a sanctity even to the 
coarsest and the vile.st prejudice. "\Vhat mattcr it if justice mis-. 
carry through the corrupt conduct of jury or of juJge, by reason of 
his coercing them to full ow his oJ)inion, or leaving them to follow 
theirs? If either be wrong, the mischief must be the same. 
Of what consequence can it be whether a judge bully a jury) or 
panùer to their prejudices, if in either case he act unfairly and un- 
justly? 'Vhat difference was there between Jeffreys and 
croggs ? 
This is a delicate topic, but it must be touched upon. The truth 
must be told-no candid person will doubt it-Dr. Newman was 
not justly dealt with; be had not a fair trial. 
The conduct of Lord Campoell is grievously complained of. The 
writer heard on all sides, and from the bar, expressions of indig- 
nation as to it, throughout the trial, and particularly during the 
charge. Of course, the writer, or any Catholic, might distrust his 
own opinion; but these were the opinions of many Protestants, and 
la,wyers; and, as they confirm his own, he ventures to express it. 
lt is conceived that throughout the trial, though it was obvious 
from the first that the jury had most bigoted and prejudiced dis- 
pObitions, lIe very feebly
 if at all, tried to check thcm; that, on 
the contrary, he, in several instances, openly pandered to their 
prejudices, and even gave expression to his own, and in oppo:-:ition 
to sworn evidence; that, in many instances, he grossly misrepre- 
sented the evidence, to the disadvantage of Dr. K ewman; that, in 
every instance, he failed to notice the points tending against Achilli ; 
that he damned and destroyed witnesses without the least excuse; 
that he dealt most unfairly with the most important document in 
the defendant's case; and that he silently assenteel to the atrocious 
and monstrous theory of perjury and fraud by which the Attorney 
General defended his client. Inåeed, he diJ more,-he implicitly 

anctioned it. The Attorney General's theory was, that an was 
false; Lord Campbell's, that only a little part was true; which, by 
implication, gd,ve up the rest. The juJgmcnt of the Inquisition, 
for instance, was representee} by Sir Fredcric Thesiger as altogether 
a fabrication; Lord Campben, that the ju,Igment was genuine, but 
the reasons it recited-the vital part of it-could not be taken to 
be so, though proved by precisely the same evidence as the rest. 
The only difrerenC'e hetween the one theory amI the other seems to be, 
that 
ir Frederic's" as inifJ.uitous anrl consistent. allil Lord Camp- 
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bell's iniquitous and inconsistent. The atrocity * of the Attorney 
General revolted even the Lord Chief Justice; it was too much 
even for the strong nerves of Lord Campbell. But the noble and 
learned lord's scruple was only as to the degree; not as to the 
principle. He was economical; he would not impute perjury and 
forgery to any greater extent than necessary to secure the acquittal 
of Achilli. The recent antecedents of Lord Campbell did not 
inspire Catholics with great confidence in his freedom from preju- 
dice; no one could accuse him of an intention to do injustice; and 
everyone is aware that be po
sesses some of the most necessary 
qualities of a good judge,-patient, painstaking, and IJrofound; 
but this only renders the proof of prejudice more plain: the omis- 
sions or misrepresentations of sucb a judge, who fails not to ohserve 
everything, and forgets nothing, are even painfully apparent; 
though not intentional, they cannot have been accidental. There 
arc judges in 1\T estminster Hall who would bave had the confidenco 
of Catbolics in such a case, but Lord Campbel1 is not one of them; 
and even if he had been, tbe trial itself would. lmve dispeHed the 
delusion, and satisfied any dispassionate person that, wbatever may 
be the merits or demerits of English administration of justice, the 
JJresent case can never be appealed to as a proof of its impartiality. 
There are those, indeed, who believe tbat justice has never beon 
so grievously violated since the case of Coleman; and as no one 
can doubt that, had Dr. Newman's lIfe been in peI"il, the result 
would have been the same, the }Iarallcl is not less truthful than 
IJainful. 
If the judge he comI>lained of-what of the jury? Of them, 
truly, it were difficult to t-peak. Certainly they di:-:appoillted no 
one. In the main, tbey were a common jury; and as soon as they 
were in the box, the result was anticipated, which their conduct, 
and even their countenances, instantly indicated. Hardly had 
the trial commenced when they eagerly availed them
elves of a 
hint given by the judge, to clamour for a departure from an 
ordinary regulatiun. t In the progress of the cause their ges- 
tures intimated acquiescence in the vilest calumnies against the 
Catholic Church. In course of the evidcnce they interferell 
in so unjust a manner, that the defendant's counsel meditated 
throwing' up his hrief; finally, they disregarded even the direc- 
tions of the judge, and fonnd a verdict in defiance of evidence, 
justice, common senf'e, and law, and which revolted most respect- 
able persons in court. 
In ancient times, there was a process by which juries were 
rendered responsible for gross miscarriages of justice in their hands. 
The writ of attaint was some security for men':; property, liherty, 
character, and lives. Now, there is none; and all are ahsolutely in 


* This is Sir Frederi('k's own phrase, and he must excuse its use. 
t The í'\clu!7ion of AchiIli from rourt while witnesses were examined, against 
,,-born he v.a
 afterward
 to !;"ear in hi!; own defence! 
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the power of any "common jury" who may be empannelled upon 
them. They are perfectly in-esponsible.* 'Vhy should juries be 
the only parties in the country acting without responsibility, and 
under no apprehension of punishment for the most flagrant ini- 
quity? Is it because, by committing perjury, they may commit 
murder? Have no such judicial perjuries been committed?t Ought 
liberty or character to be less secure than life ?t 
The rearler will perceive serious and painful issues are raised in 
the report now presented; grave and grievous complaints are made 
of a monstrous miscarria.!.!e of justice. It is for him to judge whether 
the defence was proved in substance; and whether almost all its 
charges, as many of them as were material, were not clearly made 
out; so. if though it might be necessary to pass a verdict for 
Achilli, it would only be a technical one, and Dr. Newman would 
be not only morally, but, in substance, legally justified, and coultl 
not receive any but a merely nominal sentence. 

uch are the issues the reader has to try, which really amount to 
this :-Dill Dr. Newman get justice in the Queen's Bench? It is 
the writer's sincere conviction, aud he is certain that of most of 
those who witnessed the proceedings, that Dr. Newman did not get 
justice; but was, from first to last, most unfairly and unjustly dealt 
with. The Times thus comments on the trial :- 
" We wish we could conclude our observations on this case without 
saying anything calculated to imply a censure on the jury or the judge, 
under whose auspices they have, it seems to us, so signally miscarried. 
From the time when one of them objected to the exclusion of Dr. Achilli 
from the court, and another to the searching and l'easonable question as 


... Let this be considered in justification of some appeal to public opinion, at 
all events. 
t Let the reader be reminded of the case of the woman who was tried towards 
the end of last year at the Old Bailey, fur perjury committed at the Hammer- 
smith Police Court, in support of a charge made by her against the nuns of the 
Good Shepherd Convent, She was acquitted without a moment's hesitation on 
the part of the jury, and yet, in less than a month, I think, came forward and 
made a voluntary statement that her charge against the nuns was a lie from 
beginning to end. A number of witnesses were brought forward in support of the 
charge of perjury-Protestant as well as Catholic; among the latter two or three 
Catholic clergymen. For the defence, not a single one. 
::: The following is the Jury List :- 
1. Edmund Townsend, 3, Bury-place, Bloomsbury, merchant. 
2. John Carter, South Molton Street, merchant. 
3. Henry \\T eston Elder, 7, Commercial-place, St. Luke's, merchant. 
4. William John Powell, 11, Highbury-place, merchant. 
5. John Stevens, 39, Torrington-square, merchant. 
6. Charles Turner, 26, Hamilton-terrace, Marylebone, merchant. 
7. John William Watson, Homsey-lane, Highgate, merchant. 
8. John Sewell, 3, Landsdowne-place, North Islington, merchant. 
9. Henry Huth, 12, Sussex-place, Marylebone, merchant. 
TALES ADDED. 
10. George Pierce, Strand, bookseller, 
II. Samuel Parker, Bedford-place, bra8s-founder. 
12. Elias )lorgan, Norfolk.street, lodging-house-keeper. 
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to his general chastity, which he did not find it expedient to answer, 
till the faltering announcement, preceded and followed by unchecked 
applause, that the justification was not proved to their satisfaction, 
there is every reason to think that the case was not viewed by the jury 
with complete impartiality and absence of sectarian feeling. Verhaps 
this was hardly to be expected; but when we are told that Catholic 
and Protestant have nothing to do with the decision, we should like to 
ask who be1ieves that if Dr. AchilJi had continued a member of the 
Church of Rome to the present time, and the charge against him had 
been contained in a speech of the earl of Shaftesbury. the ven1ict 
would have been the same-minus, of course, the cheers and the popu- 
larity 1 Many of the witnesses were poor, hut it is among the pOOl' that 
the profligate seek their victims. They could not be corroborated as to 
the fact, for that is a matter of secres)'; they were not discrcdited, they 
Were not broken down, they were simply put aside and disbelieved. The 
principle upon which this case was decided would put an end to all 
proof by human testimony. If we are to require publicity in matters 
whose very essenCe is secresy, virtue in witnesses the very nature of 
whose confession degrades them, and confessions by the accused of what 
every worldly interest binds them to deny, we may 8hut up our courts 
of justice, proclaim impunity for crime, or use ordeals and divinations 
as a substitute for the investigation we have rejected. 
" If there is to be no presumption in favour of assertions attested by 
oath, no public writer can venture, should the puhlic interest-as was 
admitted in the case of Dr. Newman by the prosecuting counsel-ever 
so imperiously require it, to make statements, howevcl. well founded, 
criminatory of the character of another. 'Vho can hope to be believed 
"\, hen such a mass of evidence has been flung aside as worthless 1" 
I1is own opinion is, perhaps, of no value; he I,laces the grounds 
of it before the reader, in the preliminary proceedings, as well as 
on the trial itself. Appeals, on the part of Dr. Newman,'" from 
Lord Campbell and a special jury to the profession and to the public; 
from the verdict in the Queen's Bench to 'Vestminster Hall and 
the people of England. They will do justice. They will not swallow 
the monstrous and atrocious hypothe
is of pf'rjury and forgery Ly 
",hich half a hun
red persons are to he convicted that one may 
cro::cape. They wilJ not I:>u'nction a perversion of justice, in order to 
Sf'cure a triumph for Protestantism. They may not appreciate re- 
ligious houses, but they venerate religion; they may reluctantly 
tolerate Popery, but they will not perpetrate iniquity. They love 
truth, aUlI will not forget that, in the eloquent language of Sir A. 
Cockburn, whose defence was every way worthy of his illustrious 
client,-" Justice is one of the dearest aud elùest born of tho 
emanations of the Divine Being! .. 
* He begs to say that he is a stranger to Dr, Newman, and has nO other 
feeling on his behalf than he would have for anyone unjustly treated, especialJy 
one whom he respects as a gentleman, a scholar, a Christian, and a clergyman. 
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COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH, 'VESTMINSTER, 
No'tember 4th, 1851. 
Sir F. Thesiger moved for a rule to show cause why a 
criminal information shoulJ not issue against Dr. Newman on the 
following affida.vit:- 
"Giovanni Giacinto Achilli, of Shaft.esbury Crescent, Pimlico, 
Mapister Sacræ Theologiæ, or Doctor of DivinitJ,a maketh oath and 
saith, that he is now, and since March, 1850, has been resident in England, 
and is now, and since May, 18.50, has heen minister of the Gospel to the 
Italia.n Protestant Church, Dufimrs'-place, Broad-street, Golden-square, 
Middlesex, and that such chapel is duly certified and registered as a 
religious place of worship. That he is an Italian by birth, and was 
born in Viterbo in the Roman States, 1803, and was educated in the 
Roman Catholic faith; and that in 1819, he being then of the age of 
sixteen, he entered into the Dominican convent of St. Quercea at 
Viterho, as a novice, and after a year's l'esidence in such convent pro- 
fessed himself a monk of the Dominican order. That about the year 
1825, he received priest's orders, by special dispensation granted by the 
Pope (Leo XII.) at the request òf the duke of Lucca, and in 1833 
received the degree of doctor of divinity in the College of Minerva at 
Rome. b 
" That as early as 18
9, he entertained doubts as to some of the doc- 
trines of the Church of Rome, and that notwithstanding such doubts 
he was for a long time unwilling to leave the Church of Rome;" but 


a In the Dominican order, the degree corresponding to that of doctor in the 
secular clergy, and also this title, conferred on the Dominicans through special 
privilege, is given upon stipulation, on oath, to teach the doctrines of St. Thomas 
Aquinas on every point (jurare in verba Thomæ), so that Achilli must have 
forfeited the title, which is not a mere literary one, compatible with the various 
doctrinal teachings,-Dublin Review. And he took this oath in 1833! In his 
marriage certificate he calls himself" cavalier." 
b The college of the Dominicans. 
C 'Vhy so? For he bas declared that "whatever iniquity, wickedness, and 
abominations ever existed upon earth will be found among priests and monks" (in 
()ne sense, a truism; for thr worst men have been found" among" them); .. and 
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that, in the exercise of his duties as confessor and preacher, his practice 
and teaching were in some respects openly at variance with, and falling 
short of the practice and doctrines of the Church of Rome. d That in 
183.,>, he being then about to leave Rome for Capua,e solicited from 
the Pope permission to secularize, i. e., to quit the monastic state and 
remain a simple priest,r and that such permission was not given until 
after many applications had been made, supported by the recommenda- 
tions of the cardinal archhishop of Capua; and that in August, 18;39, 
by the permission of the Pope, he finally separated himself from the 
order. 
" That his practice, preaching-, and conversation while at Capua and 
Naples for seven years, from 1835 to 1841, drew much attention upon 
him, and, as he helieves, made him suspected and disliked by many 
members uf the Church of Rome, and in particular by monks of the 
monastel'ies at Naples, of whose life he disapproved, and expressed his 
disapprobation. That in 1841, he was called by private husiness to 
Rome,g where he had often been advised to betake himself by ecclesiastics 


that in the cloisters immorality of every description reigns." And in his book 
he says that he had at this time become perfectly persuaded of the imposture of 
the principal dogmas of the Catholic faith. 'Vhy, then, "unwilling to leave 
the Church of Rome?" 
d Any Catholic can easily conceive the truth of this statement. Yet he was 
as he says, offered professorships! 
e For what cause? Achilli, in his first published statements, asserts that he was, 
in 1833, offered three professorships; and says, " I have, then, and for that sole 
cause (what cause ?), relinquished my chair at Viterbo." In his late book, he 
says the general of his order forced him to give up his chair and leave Viterbo 
in 1833-a year or so after the first case s\\ om to at the trial took place. II There 
was then given me the charge of visitor of the convents of the Dominicans in the 
Roman States and Tuscany." There is no visitor of the order but the provincial, 
who, at that time, was Father Brochetti. It is an office of great importance, very 
likely to be given to a priest of si,;: years' standing, whose preaching was openly 
at variance with the practice and teaching of the Church of Rome. Achilli 
states, that at the end of 1833 he gave up his three professorships, and at the 
beginning of 1835 went to Capua: this leaves just one year for his life in Rome. 
Yet, the published statements of his friends assert that he was vicar of the 
Master of the Holy Palace, and professor of moral philosophy at the .ì\1inen'a 
College, both in Rome. And he reprellents that at the same time he was visitor 
of the Dominican order in the Roman States! Now the mastership of the Holy 
Palace is one of the highest in the order, and held for life. The present master 
succeeded to the office in 1832, his predecessor being created cardinal, and as his 
socius (there is no vicar) he appointed Father Modena, one of the most eminent 
men of the order, who has held the post ever since. The hon. sec. of the Society 
for Religious Improvement of Italy, improves upon the history of Achilli by 
making him master and vicar too! and visitor, not only of the Roman States, but 
of Lombardy likewise!! and all this in the course of one year! ! ! 
f In his book he says he was II disgusted with the Dominicans." Were they 
ISO with him? It appears from his book they complained of him, and that there 
were II evil reports" a
ainst him in 1833, at Viterbo, 
g Inhis book (\\hich was put in as evidence against him), he says that when he 
was in prison, in IS,U, there were reports that he had been g-uilty of other crimes 
besides those for which he alleges he was imprisoned. Now the affair of the 
Principes occurred at the end of 1840, and her parents complained in the I'pring 
of 1841. See also his cross-examination as to his having been sent out of 
Naples in charge of the police, Moreover, he says that his flÏendb exerted them- 
selves \\ ith the British ('onsul to clear him from the charges. See note on his 
book, ]lQst, in report of trial. 
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of the Church of Rome, professing to advise him for his own advance- 
ment; and that while at Rome he was arrested by the Inquisition, hand 
remained in confinement for three months, at the end of which he was 
released'; and left Rome in September, 1841, and went to Ancona, and 
a short time after sailed to Corfu) 
"That from the timE' of his leaving Ancona k he has always professed 
openly his renunciation of the faith and doctrines of the Church of 
Rome. l That he has read the following- passage in No. V. of a series of 
lectures entitled "Lectures on the Difficulties of Protestantism, by 
J. H. Newman, D.D., priest of the cOll.
regation of the Oratory of St. 
Philip Neri, delivered to the Brothers of the Little Oratory.m 
" And in the midst of outrages such as these, my brothers of the 
Oratory, wiping its mouth and clasping its hands, anù turning up its 
h In his narrative he says, that in 1841, he made to the Inquisition his 
" renunciation of all the honours and employments which he had enjoyed up to 
that time." What were they? He was secularized in 1839. 
i Very easily released! considering the cruel character of the tribunal, and 
that for years, according to Achilli's own account, he had been very obnoxious! 
j His friends of the Italian Improvement Society, in their published memorial, 
state that he .. escaped" from Rome to Corfu; how so, if" released?" and then 
went to Ancona, In his own narrative he says he is .. far from being displeased 
with the Inquisition," and speaks of the" trifling correction" he had received, 
which clearly implies tbat he had been" corrected ?" It is stated in the Dublin 
Rel'iew, it was by imprisonment-from which he escaped. 
k Or, rather, escaping from his imprisonment.-êee his evidence at the trial. 
I Not until after he had been" corrected" by that Church. What was there 
in that to lend him any new light as to her doctrines? 
m St, Philip Neri was a practical philanthropist, whose memory, after the 
lapse of three centuries, is still enthusiastically cherished by Roman citizens, as 
the regenerator and benefactor of their country. Indeed he was called the 
Apostle of Rome. Florence was his native city, where he was born in 1515, 
and, at the age of eighteen, he quitted all for the metropolis of the Christian 
world. Here he passed the remaining sixty-two years of his life, without going 
further beyond the Holy City walls than was necessary to visit the Seven 
Churches. In the porches and catacombs of these venerable sanctuaries he was 
accustomed to pass the night in prayer. He shunned honours and dignities. 
The mitre, with the title of cardinal, repeatedly offered him by Clement VIII. 
and Gregory XIV" he 'never would accept. The great hospital for pilgrims and 
convalescents is a permanent monument of his charity. He founded a society 
of pious clergymen, called" Fathers of the Oratory," to promote moral im
 
provement and religious education among all classes of the people. For this 
purpose he enjoined daily preaching short sermons, being enlivened by anthems 
or litanies, with musical a
ompaniments. Connecting the national taste for 
this pleasing art with religion, he made both useful auxiliaries to his mode of 
popular instruction. A French tourist calls him the Vincent de Paul of Italy, 
and observes that the genius and taste of the Italians wue admirably combined 
with his apostolic virtues. Alluding to the concerts of sacred music, which owe 
their origin to the refined zeal of the saint, and are usually called " Oratorios," 
from the oratory or chapel wherein they usually take place, in order to attract 
youth from theatres and bad company. In all his undertakings, in fact, 
St. Philip Neri, endeavoured to render religion more attractive, if possible, than 
vice. Illustrious for sanctity and miracles, he at length paid the debt of nature, 
at the age of eighty, on the 26th of May, 1595; and twenty-seven years after, 
with St. Ignatius and St. Francis Xavier, he was canonized. On the anniversary 
of his death, the chamber he once occupied is thrown open to the public; and 
his festival is kept in the adjoining church, where the pOIJe and cardinals go in 
state to divine service,-Reminiscences of Rome. Such is the order to which 
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eyes, it trudg-es to the Town Hall to hear Dr. Achilli exp03c the Inqui- 
sition. Ah! Dr. Achilli, I might have spoken of him last week. had 
time admitted of it. The }Jrotestant world flocks to hear him, because 
he has something to tell uf the Catholic Church. He has something to 
tell, it is true; he has ß scanùal to reveal, he has an argument to 
exhibit. It is 8 simple one, and 8 powerful one, as far as it goes-and 
it is one. That one argument is himself; it is his presence which is the 
triumph of Protestants; it is the sight of him which is the Catholic's 
confusion. It is, indeed, our confusion, that OUI' Holy 1\1other could 
have had a priest like him. He feels the force of the argument, and he 
shows himself to the multitude that is gazing on him. 'Mothers of 
families,' he seems to say, 'gentle maidens, innocent children, look at 
me, for I am worth looking at. You do not see such a sight every day. 
Can any Church live over the imputation of such a production as I am 
 
I have been a Roman priest and a hypocrite; I have been a profligate 
under a cowl; I am that Father Achilli, who, as early as 1B2ü, '''iaS 
deprived of my faculty to lecture, for an offence which my superiors 
did their best to conceal; and who, in 1827, had already earned the 
reputation of a scandalous friar. I am that Achilli, who in the diocese 
of Viterbo, in February, 1831, rohbed of her honour a young woman of 
eighteen; who in September, 18:33, was found guilty of a second such 
crime, in the case of a person of twenty-eight; and who perpetrated a 
third in July, 1834, in the case of another aged twenty-four. I am lw, 
who afterwards was found guilty of sins, similar or worse, ill other 
towns of the neighbourhood. I am that son of St. Dominic who is 
known to have repeateù the offence at Capua, in 18:
4 and IB:J.'J, and at 
Naples again in 1840, in the case of a chiM of fifteen. I am he who 
chose the sacristy of the church for one of these crimes, and Good 
:Friday for another. Look on me, ye mothers of England, a confessor 
a
ra!nst Popery, for ye' ne'er may look upon my like again.' I am that 
verItable priest who, after all this, began to speak against, not only the 
Catholic faith, but the moral law, and perverted others by my teaching. 
I am the Cavaliere Achilli, who then went to Corfu, made the wife of a 
tailor faithless to her husband, and lived publicly and travelled about 
with the wife of a chorus singer. I am that professor in the Protestant 
college at Malta, who with two othus was dismissed from my post for 
offences which the authorities could not get themselves to descrihe. And 
now attend to me, such as I am, and you shall see what you shall see 
ahout the barbarity and profligacy of the inquisitors of Rome.' You 
speak truly, 0 Achilli, and we cannot answer you a word. You are a 
pl'Ïest; you have heen a friar; you are, it is undeniable, the scandal of 
Catholicism, and the paImary argument of Protestants, by your extra- 
ordinary depravity. You have been, it is true, a profligate, an 
unbeliever, an,] a hypocrite. Not many years passed of your conven- 
tual Iife, and 
'ou were never in choir, always in private houses, so 
that the Jaity ohserv('d you. You were deprived of your professorship, 
we own it; you were prohibited from preaching and hearing- confessions; 
you were obliged to give hush-money to the father of one of your 


Dr. Newmlln, and other Oxford converts, have devoted themselves. Such was 
the saint whose !!piritual children are to be suhjf'Cted to insult for c8rryin
 on 
their labours of love in this great city, wearin/?:, with natural affection, the" habit 
of their order, "-nothing but a plain blRck suit, after all. The" Little Oratory" 
is a fraternity of laymen attached to the Oratory for purposes of moral amI 
religiou!! improvement, 
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victim!'!, as we le:1rn from the official report of the police of Viterbo. You 
are l'ep01"ted in an official documcnt of the Neapolitan police to be 
'known for hahitual incontinency;' your name came before the civil 
trihunal at Corfu for your crime of adultery. You have put the crown 
on your offences by. as long as you could, denying them all ; you have 
professed to seek after truth, when you were ravening after Hin. Yes, 
)TOU are an incontrovertible proof that priests Illay fall and friars break 
their vows. You are your own witness; but while you 'J/ped not go out 
of yourself for your argument, neither are you able. \Vith you the 
argument begins; with you too it ends: the beginning and the ending- 
you are both. \Vhen you have shown yourself, you have done your 
worst and your all : you are your best argument and your sole. Your 
witness against others is utterly invalidated by yom" witness against 
yourself. You leave your sting in the woullll; you cannot lay the 
golden eggs, fO!' you are already dead." 
" That he is the pel'son here refelTt'd to, and that in May, 1850, he was 
present at the Town HaIl, Dirmin:-;ham, at a meeting of the Evangelical 
Alliance, anù on no other occasion. That he then addressed the meet- 
ing, but did not use such words as are abO\"e mentioned. That he did 
then descl'iLe the constitution of the hll]nioition, and openly express his 
abhorrence of its practices; x but he did not bpeak of any individual 
members of the Church of Rome, v nor make any charge against the 
moral character of any individual whatever." That except in his dis- 
belief of some doctrines peculiar to the Church of Rome, he has never 
been an infidel, but has always believed, and still does believe in the 
means of salvation made known hy the Gospel; and he has never 
affected to believe, and has not inculcated any doctrine of the falsehood 
of which he was satisfied. a That he has ll
ver heen a profligate, nor 
inùifferent to a sense of virtue and decency. That he was not so early 
as 18:W, nor at any other time, deprived of his faculty to lecture for an 
offence his snpQriors did their best to conceal; and that he has not, at 
fillY time or for any cause, been deprived of his faculty to lecture." That 
he had not in 1827 earned the reputation of a scandalous friar. That 
he has not at any time of his life brought (by his own consent c) any 
scandal on himself or on the Romish Church,d except so far as any 


][ The reader will remember the passage previously referred to (see Introduc- 
tion, p. 6), and will readily conceive the forbearance of tbe writer of that para- 
graph. This sentence in the affidavit was obviously suggested by counsel's 
inquiries, as to whether A('billi had provoked a public discussion of his OWIl con- 
duct by public accusations against the conduct of others; which indicates coun- 
sel's consciousness, that this would tend to give the publication of Dr. Nev.man's 
charges a privileged character. 
Y Yet he declares he "as "far from beir:g displeased at the conduct of the 
Inquisition." - See his narrative. 
z In his book he put forth shocking, yet stupid, charges against the character 
of certain individuals holding office as inquisitors. 
a But he had already stated, that for years before he left off preaching and 
teaching the doctrines of the Church of Rome, he had ceased to believe divers uf 
their doctrines; and that he celebrated senices he believed to be impO!'tures. 
" How so? He had already stated that, in 1841, "he gave up" all his 
honours or offices. And see the judgment of the Inquisition, proved at the trial. 
C What does this mean ? 
d \Yas it no scandal that while exercising the duties of canfessor and preacher, 
his" practice" should be " openly at variance with the doctrines and practices of 
the Chur('h ?" 
D 
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such scandal may have Lt::en conseyuent on his g'radual abandonment 
of the doctrines peculiar to that Chul'ch. e That he did not, in the 
diocese of Viterbo, or at any time or place, rob of her honour any 
young woman, and was not, in 1H3:!, or at any other time, found guilty; 
nor was he guilty of any such offence; and did not perpetrate a third 
such crime in 1034, or at any other time; and that he was not, at any 
time or place, guilty of similar sins or worse,t &c. 'fhat he has never 
spoken against the Catholic faith, so far as received by him; nor 
against the moral law of the Church; nor according to his own 
conscientious belief has he pm"verted others by his teaching. 
"That he has not induced any manied woman to be unfaithful to 
her husband, but he admits that while at Corfu he had a servant of the 
name of Corribone, who had, as he believes, been a chorus-singer, and 
that the wife of Corribone lived with her husband under the defendant's 
roof, and accompanied her husband while travelling with the deponent, 
but he denies that he had improper acquaintance with her, or that there 
was any unhccoming familiarity or intimacy between them. g That it is 
true that he was deposed from his post of professor at the Protestant 
college at .l\IaItal but that the cause of his deposition has been stated 
in a report of a committee of the college (published in the Recmod, mh 
December, 18.50 b ), and that in such report the following passage 
occurs :-' After Dr. Achilli's appointment, various unpleasant state- 
ments were made to the committee as to his past history, which was 
submitted to him; but, as they were denied by l1Ìm, and were not 
supported by any sufficient evidence, they were rejected by the com- 
mittee. It was not until he interposed to quash the investigation into 
charges affecting the moral character of several priests,i by sending 
his friend Saccares to Sicily that the committee resolved to have no 
connection with him. Such a step was felt by the committee to be an 
act requiring, apart from the consideration of any statement affecting 
his own character, his immediate removal from so responsible a posi- 
tion.' j 
" That it was not to his knowledge or belief ever alleged that he was 
dismissed from his position for any offence which it would be ullbe- 


· His denials in the precise language of the libel, as on the trial he nega- 
tived them in the precise terms of the plea, need scarcely be repeated, as they 
merely negative each charge separately. 
f See his cross-examination, in which he declines to answer whether he had 
not been guilty of " similar crimes" at each place in succession he visited. 
g Did not this admission give the Court ground to call upon him in makinJ!: an 
application for the extraordinary interference of the Court by a criminal informa- 
tion, to satisfy them by explicit statements supported by other evidence than his 
own, as to the true reason of his dismissal, especially considering that he directly 
after discloses that the very same kind of cbarges as the alleged libel contained 
had been then made against him? Did the subsequent part of his affidavit 
come up to the usual requisition of the Court in that respect? 
b So long, then, as a whole year before the information, it had been published 
in a London newspaper that "various unpleasant statements had been made 
respecting his past history," and that he had been afterwards dismissed from a 
responsible position in a Protestant college; and the affidavit does not disclose 
that he took any notice at all of this publication. 
i Who were those priests? Did they include Achilli himself, or any acquaint- 
lance of his? Ought not the affidavit to have explained that? 
J Let the reader remark how far this admission is answered by the rest of the 
affida \Ït. 
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coming to describe, or any offence affecting his mOI'al character,k except 
so far as his sending away Signor Saccares may be considered such an 
offence ;1 and that he always denieù, and it is not true that he sent 
him away from the college, III but that he left the college voluntarily;8 
and he, being aware of his resig-nation, requested him to go to Sicil
' 0 
for the purpose of distributing BihJes and tracts. p 
"That he has never been prohibited from preaching, or hearing 
confessions. q 
"That, to the best of his belief, he has never been reported in the 
official documents of the Neapolitan police to be known for habitual 
incontinency. That he believes that a tailor at Corfu, named Nicolu 
Garrimoni, did, in answer to a petition for alimony by his wife, charge 
his wife with adultery with the deponent, but he believes' that the 
charge was not brought before" any civil court, or any court what- 
ever; but that the fact of the aùultery was alleged in a paper pro- 
fessing to be prepared for the court in the matter of the said petition; 
and that the deponent, having been made acquainted with the fact that 
such charge had been made,t expressed his willingness U to meet the said 
charge in court; but he never heard that the charge was brought for- 
ward,'" and believes that it was not, and denies that there was any 
ground for it. w 
LORD CAMPBELL said, disregarding the" ribaldry" in the pre- 
vious portion of the passage, the latter part of it was clearly 
libellous; and the rule was ordered. 


k He admits that a year before the Record published a statement, the effect of 
which was to represent that he had been; and he does not say that he took any 
public notice of tbis. 
1 As it was considered (he admits) by the committee. 
m But he does not deny that he sent him away from Malta; and that he sent 
him away in order to quash the investigation. 
n Was it, as Achilli "left" Rome" voluntarily," by way of escape? 
o Then be did" send bim away?" 
P And for no other purpose less pious and more practical? Achilli is silent 
upon that point, which it will be perceived is the point. He does not deny that 
be sent him away from the island to interfere in the investigation alluded to; 
and for which the committee say they decided he ought to be dismissed. 
q Not when the Inquisition, in 1841, deposed and suspended him? The reader 
is requested to refer to his cross. examination on this point, and to the verdict of 
the jury, who said, in direct contradiction to this statement, on his oath, that he 
was by a decree of tbe Inquisition totally and perpetually deprived and suspended. 
From this specimen the reader will appreciate the averments of the affidavit. E.t.. 
uno disce omnes. 
r Strange word this. Did he not ascertain? 
· How "not brought before" a court, when it was alleged in answer to a 
petition for alimony? Let the reader carefully compare this passage with the 
charge in the alleged libel and with the evidence. 
t How .. made," if not .. brought before a court?" 
U How did be" express" this? Privately, or publicly? 
v He had just stated that he bad heard that the charge had been" made" on 
a petition for alimony, in a court of justice. 
w But he does not say that he ever publicly denied the charge; or ever pub- 
licly challenged an inquiry into it. Conceive of a clergyman of any Church 
hearing of such a charge not taking this course, and then coming, years after, 
for a criminal information to clear his character! Can anyone recollect or refer 
to any case of an information ordered on such an affidavit? 
D 2 
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COURT OF QUEEX'S llEXCIl-Xoy. 7, 18.31. 


Sir A. Cockburn (Attorney General), moved for a cross rulè nisi, 
for enlarging tbe rule nisi for a criminal information until Easter 
Term, in order to afford the defendant time to answer the matters in 
the affidavit of prosecutor, and show ('au
e against the I'ule. 
The defendant, Dr. Newman, made an afiida,'it, f>tating,- 
,. That he is at present unahle to answer the several matters contained 
in the affidavit of Giovanni Achilli, by reason of the fact that the se"crnl 
matt-ers I'eferred to in the afiidavit, and which form the subject of the 
alleged libels complained of by him (or the greater part thereof), 
occurred at periods of time long passed, in parts beyond the seas, and 
places far distant from this kingdom, and that in order to answer the 
said matters and show cause against the I.ule, it will be ncces:,ary for 
the deponent to obtain evidence from various parts and places be,yond 
the seas, and from countries far di::>tant from these I'ealms, which 
evidence it will be wholly impossihle to proeure and lll'ing before the 
Court for a considerable time, and until the expiration of several months 
next ensuing; that unless such time is gmnted and such dday allo\\ eù 
for the lll'ocuring' of such evidence, it will he wholly impossihle for him 
to aUSWeI. the said matters contain cd in the affidavit,S: and to show canse 
against the rule; and he is informed and verily helieves that if such 
time is granted, he will be able to obtain evidence from such foreign 
parts and plaees sufficient to enable him to answer the matters contained. 
in the affidavit,Y and to show cause against the rule, and to satisfy the 
Court that the rule ought not to be made." Z 
The le
rncd counsel cited the case of p(
CifiCO ". TIle .f/emU, in 
which time had beeu giyen to answer a similar applicatiuu, the 
matters charged haying occurred aLroad. 
The rule nisi was granted. 


s: It must be obvious that this would be 80; though it might have been pos- 
sible to give reasons for not" ans\\cring the 
aid matters," i,e., by sho"ing the 
puhlication in the Dublin Review, from which the alleged libel was taken, in 
substance, and that prosecutor had not noticed it. 
y Dr, Newman here distinctly swears, to his belief, that he can prove the 
charges; yet the Court considered he had not s\\ om to his belief, that the charges 
were true! As if they could be proveable, if not true! 
Z 'Which might be done "ithout proving the truth of the charge, as by show. 
ing tbat abroad those charges had been publicly made, and not puùlicly answer...d ; 
whicl] is a sufficient answer to tbe application for a criminal iuformatiou.-SI'e 
Introduction. 
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COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH-Nov. 21, 1851. 
(Sitt.iJlgs in Banco.) 
The rule for a criminal infonuation having issued, and an interme- 
diate cro
s rule having been obtained, caning on Dr. Achilli to show 
cause why the first rule should not J
e elllarge(I till the first day of next 
Easter Term, to enable Dr. Newman to obtain from Italy the evi.. 
dence which he bclievell he conltl there procure to show that he was 
justifiell in publishing the aneged libel. 
Sir Frederic Thesiger now showed cause against the cross rule, 
which he said was in contradiction to the principle he had always 
understood to govern the conduct of this Court, that when one man 
took on himself to slander the character of another, the slanderer 
should be prepared at once to justify the slander. He should not, how- 
e'
er, rest on that principle; because he thought that, entirely disre- 
garding it, this was not an application which on any fair and reason- 
able grounds ought to be granted. The learned counsel read and 
referred to the affidavit. 
The Court would obser,'e that the ground of this application for 
delay was that an opportunity should be aflorded to Dr. Newman 
and the publisher to selHI a roving commi
sion to investigate into 
the whole life of Dr. Achilli for a period of thirty-two years; and 
it was remarkahle that in founding the application on these affidavits 
Dr. Newman dill not vouch, in the slightest dc,!!'ree, his own belief 
in the truth of the charges he had made. R lIe (Sir F. Thesiger) 
was apprehensive of allowing the defendant this opportunity of thus 
seeking all over Italy for evidence; for, consillering who the parties 
were, and what was the nature of the libel; considering, too, that 
one of the rarties had turned from, and the other had turned to, the 
Church of Rome,b he could not shut his eyes to the possibility of 
affidavits being easily procured C in Italy from persons into whose 
character and conduct there would be no means of making any 
a Dr. Newman stated, as will be seen, not in the U slightest degree," but in 
the strongest possible way, that if he had time, he should be able to prove the 
truth of the charges he had made. v,. as not this the best way of alleging his own 
belief in their truth? If they were proveable, of course, they must be true 
(though the course might not hold, and they might be true, and not proveable) ; 
and he stated his belief that they were not merely true, but also proveable. And 
this was deemed, not only by counsel but the court, not a sufficient averment of 
his belief in the truth of tbe charges! Certainly, it is not such hard swearing as 
is usual in courts of justice; but, perhaps, swearing is none tbe worse for not 
being so very hard; and it seems strange that judges should object to it; and 
think an affidavit insufficiently strong, because sufficiently scrupulous. 
b \Vhat had that to do with the case? Sir Fl'ederick, however, is too aC'Ute 
an advocate to have mentioned it, if he did not well know its 
frect 011 the mind 
of the Court. 
C "-hy should the learned counsel h:1Ve pre:-umed that false affhlavits were not 
punishaùle abroad? His argument is founded on that utter a
sumption, 
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inquiry, nor :Lny into the truth of their statements. They would 
be !)ersons making affidavits out of the jurisdiction of this Court, 
not only without the })ower of Dr. Achilli to contradict their testi- 
mony, but without any danger on their part of punishment for 
making untrue statements. Nothing could be more unfair to Dr. 
AchiIli than to allow a proceeding of this kind; and it was quite 
unnecessary for justice to Dr. Newman to aHow it; for, under the 
fitatnte 6th and 7th Vict. c. !J6 (Lord Campbell's Act), it was com- 
petent to Dr. Newman to plead that the alleged libel was true, and 
that it was published for the public benefit.d It would be hanI 
indeed towards Dr. Achilli to give to Dr. Newman the chance of 
getting an opportunity to fish for evidence on affidavit, when he 
might under his pleas, and at a different stage of the cause, have a 
commission to examine witnesses, in which Dr. Achilli could join. 
The persons from whom these affidavits were asked were those over 
whom the Court could exercise no jurisdiction, and under the cir- 
cumstances of this case such a proceeding would be unj ust and dan- 
gerous towards Dr. Achilli. The Attorney-General, in moving for 
the rule, had quoted the case of 1\1. Pacifico and the 11lornin9 
He1'llld, but that case was not applicable. 1\1. Pacifico had com- 
plained of a libel published in a letter from the correspondent of the 
newspaper resident in Greece, and time was given to enable the 
proprietor of the newspaper to inquire from his correspondent on 
whose authority he had made the statement. e But besides, tho 
answer to that case was. that what was done there was done by the 
consent of 1\1. Pacifico. f He (Sir F. Thcsiger) had mentioned the 
matter to his learned friend out of court (who then appeared for 
1\1. Pacifico), and who had at once assented to it; g and their ION. 
ships were aware that the inquiry pl'o,.ed perfectly satisfactory so 
fa.r as 1\1. Pacifico was concerned. 
Mr. T. F. Ellis, on the same side, said that, as to the case of 


d Before this Act the truth was not a justification on the trial of the information, 
Dut was on the application for the information (see Introduction, p. 14), and then 
the question was decided on affidavits, the prosecutor having to purge himself 
I!ati!òfactorily from all the imputations, and enter into full explanations of the 
transactions alluded to, in order, as far as pos!òible, not merely to deny, but to 
disprove the charges; whereas on the trial the prosecutor can cast the whole onus 
of proof upon the defendant. As respects informations, therefore, this Act is 
not of much benefit, especially as it requires that the defendant should plead 
(and prove), not only the truth of the libel, but that it was for the public 
benefit, with the particular facts showing that it was so. 
O! This is palpably incorrect; and as the writer ",as not in court, he can only 
conjecture it to be a mis-report. It is obvious that the party responsible must 
have had to swear to his belief of the truth of the charges (as Dr. Newman 
did), and although the correspondent, or the person on whose authority he 
made the charges, made affidavit abroad in confirmation, these affidavits would 
have been open to the very objection taken by Sir Frederick to the affidavits to be 
prepared in confirmation of Dr. Ne-.vman'g. 
f As Sir Frerlerick ought to have done in this case; because it was fair, rca- 
!ionable, and just; and thc rt:fusal of it mu!òt cause a failure of justice-as he 
might have fore8een. 
g See the preceding note. He said much more. 
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1\1. Pacifico and the .J.llorning Herald, that newspaper avowed tho 
source of its information to be the letter of its own correspondent, and 
consequently the paper there stood in the situation in which the pub- 
lisher of this libel stood before Dr. Newman admitted himself to be 
the author of the libel. h To make that case in point with the 
present, this application to the Court ought to have been made by 
the publisher, for time to examine the author, Dr. Newman, as to 
the sources from which be had derived his information!i It was 
not at all in point to support an application by Dr. Newman him- 
self, for he was the author, and ought to know on what authority 
he published the libeU Then, as to the affidavits, the Court must 
be struck with what Dr. 
ewman did and what he did not say. 
It was only by implication that they could learn what it was that 
Dr. Newman wished the opportunity to prove. k The fact of the 
puùlication of the libel was now admitted; the truth of the charges 
was all that now remained. As to them, Dr. Newman neither said 
that he now believed those charges, nor did he even state that he 
ever had believed one syllable of them; he merely said that" the 
said matters referred to in the affidavit of Dr. Achilli" occurred at 
such and such places and times. I In order to try the sufficiency of 
this affidavit, the Court must consider what would be the situation 
(he said this without meaning any personal imputation on Dr. 
Newman, but merely to test a legal result) of Dr. Achilli if he 
wanted to assign perjury on this affidavit? m If there should be 
twenty witnesses to prove that on as many occasions the maker of 
this affidavit had declared that he did not believe one of the impu- 
tations contained in the libel, no assignment of perjury in the affi- 
davit could be sustained; for nowhere was it there stated that the 
person who made the affidavit did believe the imputations. n It 
was fmther to be remarked, tbat Dr. Newman did not say from 
whom he got the information, nor from whose testimony he ex- 
pected to substantiate it. O He hoped that he should not be 


h And, therefore, in the position in which Dr. Newman stood, after he had 
admitted himself the author, as legally responsible. 
j That was not the object of the application in the case cited; for of what use 
would it have been to ascertain the" source" whence the information was obtained, 
unless it was sworn to; and if sworn to, it must have been sworn to abroad, as 
in this case was proposed and objected to. 
j How absurd to represent that as the question I The question was, not as to 
authority, but proof, or affidavits as to the truth; and these affidavits must, in 
either case, have been made abroad. 
k Parties seldom assent to anything, in such cases, unless they are pretty cer- 
tain it could be enforced upon them. 
I And necessary implication is as good as direct assertion. Dr. Newman 
swore he believed the charges proveable. 
m This is the true test, no doubt. 
n That is stated, and nothing could be easier than to indict Dr. Newman for 
rerjury, in swearing that he believed the charges proveable-provided Achilli 
could prove them false; for if false, Dr. Newman's affidavit must have been at 
least as false as if he had 8worn he believed them true, for he swore he believed 
them proveable. 
o Which Achilli wished much to ascertain, no doubt, for reasons that will 
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thuugl!t to be construing the atfiJavit too strictly, but he 
thought that a different rule of construction of words anli 
c
pressious must be applied in cases where a man u
ed word:!, 
of the meaning and effect of which he was ignorant, and where 
words were used by men who ImJ passed their whole livcs 
in trackiug tlleir way through tortuous IXtths of subtle con- 
troversy,P knowiug full well the value of the worJs which 
they used, and the danger of the words they ahstaincd from using-. 
lIe woul,} not sUg'!!est in which of these two classes of persous the 
maker of this affidavit was to be placed, or how far he stOOl} between 
the two extremes, but the Court must look at the form of the 
affidavit as it now stood. So looked at, the document exhibited ;), 
vel'y remarkable instance of mental reservation. Here was a case 
in which A. complained of n., for having libelled him: B answers, 
'" I admit that I publi
hed the libel-l do not say that I believe it. q 
I do not 
m.y that I eYer ha,'e believcd it; but, if you will give me 
a few month:;' timc, I may perhaps find in Home or Na}lles some 
persons who will say that you have done what I charge you with:' 
Such an application could not, in accordance with any rules of 
justice, or any practice uf the Court, be granted. lIe should now 
!)roceed to consider the statute on the Jaw of libel, which, bene- 
1icially for the public, had been passed within these few years. 
One of the justifications under that statute for the public:ttion of a 
lillcl was that it was true; another was, that it was published for 
the benefit of the public. This case showed how well that statute 
would work for the al!\-ancement of justice. The inquiry in this 
{'ase was 011e of importance to the pub1ic,r for Dr. Achilli denounced 
the mis('hiefs of tbe Church of Rome, am} Dr. Newman alle'gel} that 
Dr. Achi]]i was not to be bclievetl in his denunciations, for that Dr. 

I\chj}}i him
elf ha(1 heen guilty of an those acts of misconduct which 
he charged upon others. I t was of importance that the public 
fillOuld know the truth in t1lese matters, and that que,;tion of where 
the truth lay was capal,lc of being lIIalIc- the suhject of eviùence' by 
witnesses to Le exantincI} at the trial. ]f Dr, Newman fuunt! that 
trial coming 011 too 8ulltlelllyS to enaLle him to produce these wit- 


f'uggest them8elves to be apparent on reference to the suhsequent part of the case. 
But what had tl.Jat to do \\-ith the questioll uf the truth of the cbal"ges ? If they 
"I're false, then whoever might :"wear to them mattered not. 
I' Bel"e again, this indecent ob",ervatio)l had of course nothing to do with the 
ca
l'; but the advoe,lte is too llrudent to ha\"e hazarded it if he had not kno\\n it 
would weigh with the Court. 
'I E. (í,e. ]Jr. Newman) does f'I\Y he believed it. 
r This is an important admis
i()11 that the publication was for the public 
benefit; but then, by the Act, Dr. Kewman also has to prove it true. This im
 
)Ioses a burden UPO)l him, as the author believes, not impo
ed by common bw ; 
mid most unjustly impospd upon him. :For if the publication was for the puhlic 
benefit, the occaf'ion was Ia\\ fuI, and the )Ill blieation privilc/{cd, in "hich case. as 
hI-' cont('\1(ls (see Introduction), Dr. Newman would not have to )lrove the charges, 
hTlt Achilli to di
prove them, or prove them to b
 llid)icioIlS. 
· .'\Ios! Dr. Ne\\'"IlIan foun,l the trial come on too 1>Iowly for him-to hi:; grcat 
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nesses. he might apply to the Court, amI wouhl get all proper 
benefit from the application at that time; but, as matters now stood, 
there was no ground for this application. 
The Alto'rue!! General, in support of this rule for the enlargement 
of time, said that the arguments of his learned friends assumed that 
the present proceeding was the only one by which Dr. Achilli could 
clear his character. That was not so. If the rule for the criminal 
information shonld Le discharged, Dr. Achilli lllight still haye 
l'ccourse to an indictment. This being an apl)lication to the conrt 
for its interposition to enable Dr. Newman to answer the rule which 
had been obtained against him, the court would (i.e. should) use its 
discretion in sllch a way as to be sure that ju::,tice should be done. 
The argument of Sir F. Thesiger amounted to this, that where the 
conduct of a party was impugned in relation to acts done without 
the realm, the man who impugned it should be prepared at once to 
sustain the imputations by evidence within the realm (!). Such an 
argument did seem strange, and tbe doctrine itself was incapable of 
practical application. lIe submitted that when the character of the 
}m.rty was assailed in respect of conduct out of the realm, the Court 
would (i.e. should) grant to the assailing party the proper oppor- 
tunity of substantiating his charges. lIe submitted that the case of 
1\1. Pacifico was in point,. It was true that he (the Attorney Gene,. 
ral), who then appeared fur 1\1. Pacifico, did make DO resi::stance to 
the application, but that ""as because he felt that such an applica- 
tion was j list and reasonable. 
Lord C.Al\IPBELL.-"
 e were not caUed on to give judgment iu 
that case. t 
The Attorney General saicl that it was so no doubt, but in that 
case he .knew that the truth would in no way be injurious to his 
client. The present application ought not to be resisted. His 
learned friend was mistaken in supposing that a commis:5ioll might 
issue, for no commission to examine witnesses could issue in a 
criminal case. 
l,ord C.UIPBELL.-But that is not objectiunable. It would Le 
much more satisfactory to ha\Te the witnesses examined ill the Lox. u 
The Attorney General said it would be so, but that was not a. 
reason why Dr. Newman should 110t be enabled to examine wit., 
nesses in this preliminary inquiry. Dr. Achilli had quitted the 


em,t fi!1d previous prejudice: and much benefit he got from app1ÏcatiC'n to the 
Court or the prosecutor to bring it on more quickly, as will be spen in the 
ubse- 
quent part of the case. The Court wouM not give him time when he wanted it, 
to procure evidence, nor prevent delay when it prevented him from retaining his 
evidf'nce.-See his affidavits, ]Jo.
t. 
t ''"hat did that matter, if the counsel were right in deeming it fair and just 
(which the Court did not dispute) ; and if the case were in point as to the present, 
whi('h the Court certainly did not disprove? 
U But suppose U'ey could not be got to come O\"er, as was the ca:c with mallY, 
and as the Court must have known was very probable? 
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Roman nLtllOlic Church, and he now came forward to clenounc
 
what he called the offences of the clergy of that Church. Dr. 
Newman alleged that he was Dot a credible witness on such a matter, 
and set forth certain acts of the life of Dr. A chilli to prove that 
allegation. Dr. Achilli called that a libel on him, and Dr. Newman 
said, "Give me time and I will get evidence to support my allega- 
tions; hut I must have time to enable me to get that evidence," 
Surely he had a right to what he thus asked. If this rule should 
be discharged, Dr. Newman would have no means of doing what he 
required for his derencf', and of resisting the issuing of this informa- 
tion. V It was impossible to say that the matter could be properly 
investigated, with any reasonable possibility of the defendant defend- 
ing himself, unless he was allowed to obtain this evidence, to which 
he was undoubtedly entitled. 
1\Ir. Badeley, on the same side, submitted with confidence that 
this rule must be made absolute, not only for the purposes of the ends 
of justice, and the protection of the person whose case was under tIle 
consideration of the Court, but for tbe benefit of the Court itself, the 
application now made ought to be granted. In cases ofthis sort, where 
a criminal information was applied for, the Court would act with the 
greatest hesitation and caution. In such a case the Court would require 
the man w bo came to ask for its protection, that he should come 
into court with clean hands, and should give the Court assurance 
that he was entirely innocent of the offence with which he was 
charged. Here additional evidence to that of Dr. Achilli himself 
was required to put the case fairly under the consideration of the 
Conrt. Dr. AchilIi could not be injured by tbis application. lIe 
would stiIJ be at liberty to claim re!1ress at the hands of a jury. The 
alleged libel here charged certain offences to have heen committed in 
distant parts of the world. It was impossible that Dr. Newman 
should be expected to call together at once all the witnesses who 
were to support the charge. A person might come into court 
asking this extraor(tinary remedy, and it might turn out that if he 
were not so guilty as that he might be convicted by a jury, still he 
might be quite undeser,'ing of that l)rotection which he asked for. 
On the other hand, it lllight be abundantly reasonable, fair, and 
IIl.ol)er that he should have this protection, and that in the result it 
would turn out so; still, it would be satbfactory to the Court to 
know that it had g-ranted to the defendant a fair and reasonable 
means of defending himself, such as in law he was entitled to, and 
such as in justice he ought to enjoy. . 
J.ord CAl\IPBELL.-I am of opinion that this rule ollght to be dIs- 
charge!!. 1 by no means consider as inflexible the rule that jf a ma.n 
Il\lhlishes a lillel imputing to another the perpetration of some mis- 
conduct in a foreign country, the publisher of the libel is bound 


v r-ior, in reality, of dcfemling himself at the trial.-See previous note. 
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instantly to be able to justify the truth of what he bas alleged. 
'Vith respect to the Pacifico case, I do not think that it is any pre- 
('{'dent for the present; in the first place, because what occurred was 
done by consent; and, secondly, because if it had been resiste<l I 
should have bem of opinion that, under the circumstances of that 
case, the defendant's was a fair application. w There the libel was 
published in a London journal, and consisted of a letter from the 
correspondent in Greece of that journal; and it was stated in the 
affidavit that that correspondent was at that time living in Greece, 
and that the defendant had reason to believe that he would be able 
to justify the truth of the statements contained in his letter. x This 
is a very different case; for here, the imputations being of the 
gravest and most serious kind, there is not the mention of one single 
witness on whuse credit Dr. Newman has made the imputations, or 
from whom he says he expects to be able to justify what he has 
stated,Y The affidavit, therefore, comes to this-that he may have 
made the statemf'nts upon common rumour, and, without saying that 
be has im"ented anything z (for I believe that he would be the last 
man in the world to do so ),a he may on mere rumour have bronght 
forward these charges without any reason whatever to believe that 
he had the means of proving them ;b and he now wishes to send out a 
commission, by which he lllay be enabled to find some persons who 
will make an affidavit in sl1})port of these charges. To allow that 
would, indeed, be to place a person whose character was assailed in 
a ,-ery disadvantageous po::;ition, and one in which he ought not in 
fairness to be placed;c and I was much struck by the remark that 
Dr. Newman does not e\'en now state his belief in anyone of the 
charges which he has made. I am therefore of opinion, thåt, exer- 
cising the discretion which helong's to us, we ought not to grant this 
application. According to the law as it now exists, he will have 
the opportunity of vindicating the truth of tbe charges he has made; 
w'Vhich disposes of the first reason, for, if just, the Court should grant it. 
x How could he do so, on the rule for the issuing of the information, except 
by affidavit, made aùroad ? 
Y As if that were of the slightest importance, when he swore positively that he 
believed he should he able to prove the charges! 
Z Then why have suggested so foul an insinuation? 
a How so, if .. the last man in the world to do so?" For what material 
difference in morality is there between bringing serious charges forward on mere 
rumour, or on mere invention? And all this is thrown out by Lord Campbell 

ith the full kno\\-ledge that these charges had been brought forward more than 
a year before, in one of the leading reviews, and repeatedly in other publications, 
without contradiction; and it is actually admitted in Àchilli's own affidavit, 
before the Court at this time, that these charges had been brought against him in 
1850, aud that it had been published in the ReC01'd that he had interfered with 
an inquiry instituted. 
b \\Thy not, if the affidavit were true? Did Lord Campbell mean to insinuate 
the possibility that Dr. Newman wanted to get up affidavits, true or false? 
c. He does state it, in the strongest way possible or llropcr; he swears he 
beheves them pl'oveable. 
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and if be can show that he has acted upon a laudable motive in puh- 
lishing them, he will establish a complete justification for what he 
has publi:ðheù.d 
Mr. Justice r ATTEsoN.-I am entirely of the same opinion. This 
case is distinguishable from that of M. Pacifico for the reasons 
already given L by Lord Campbell. I do not recoHect any instance 
in which this Court has enlarged a rule of this kind, in order that 
the defenclant might send to a distance to discover evidence in sup- 
port of his charges. e There is a case in which I was counsel for 
the defendant, where an application was made to the Court: tilt> 
ca
e against Dr. O'.Meara, at the instance of Sir Hudson Lowe. 
Manyaffidayits were filed in that case, but there was not any oppo- 
sition, and the rule was enlarged by consent. f There never has 
been any application of this sort granted by this Court.g 
Mr. Justice COLERIDGE.-I am entirely of the same opinion. I 
have no wish to add any remarks to those already made on the affi- 
davits, but I will say a single word. The Court does exercise a 
discretion in these matters, but it is not an arbitrary discretion, but 
is one which is exercised according to settled general rules, h such as 
from experience we find to be most conducive to the a(h-ancement of 
justice. There is no case where an application I:'imilar to this has 
been granted. The affidavit fairly lies open to the objection made 
to it, and, independently of any personal consideration, there Ï!:I 
enough to show the extreme inconvenience which woul,l result from 
granting the present application. It is new to me to heal' that this 
Court requires, in cases of criminal informations, something addi- 
tional to the declaration of the person who comes to seck our pro- 
tection, denying in clear and expre::is terms the imputation cast upon 
him.i I am unwilling. 
o lend myself to the creation of any new 
})recedent on facts such as arc now laill before us, and I think that 
this rule ought to b
.dis{'bargctl. 
l\Ir. Justice WIGliT:\L-\N.-I am of opinion that this rule f:honld 
Le (lischarged, on the ground that the atiidavit on which it is moved 


d It does not seem to have struck the chief justice that perhaps he might 
prove the occasion of publication to have been laudable, and yet fail to prove the 
charges true, which might, neyertheless, be true. The noble allli learned lord 
thinks that case not worth contemplating or providing for! 
e 'rbicb was not asked. The application was not for time to discover, but 
time to obtain, evil)! nee: the evidence was s\\-orn to exist. 
f Just so; as in Pacifico's case, the application \\-as so obviously reasonable 
and proper, that even the opposite side assented to it! And this is actually 
used as an argument for not acceding to a similar application! 
g No 
uch application bad been granted by tbe Court, simply because so 
pb.inly just that thc oppOt,ite party always assented, and tbe Court was ne\er 
called upon to grant it. 
b "That rules are there? It has been already shown that the al)plication was 
obviom,ly essential to the advancement of justice. 
I See the above note, Because it is "new" to hear of any application being 
ever made in an affidavit di"cIosing that those charg:>s had been made long ago, 
and not di
dosing any notice taken of them at that time. 
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is substantially ùt>fective. I was l)artirularly struck by the argu- 
ment upon it, that it ,loes not anywhcre appear in the affi(lavit that 
Dr. X cwman bclieved the charge in fact and in truth, nor that he 
has any e,'idence to substantiate the statemcnt, but he thinks that 
if time is gi,.en he may obtain such eviùence. This is not cnough. j 
Rule for time dischargcd. 


PLEADIKGS. 


" In the Qw:en's Bcnch, 
lichaellnas Term, 15th Vict. 1851, lIIidJlcsc:r.- 
Be it remembered, that C. F. Robinson, Esquire, coroner, and attorney 
of our Lady the Queen in the Court of Queen's Bench, who prosecutes 
for our said Lady the Queen in this behalf, comes here into the said 
court at \Vestminster, the 21st day of November, in the 15th year of 
the reign of our said Lady, and gives the court to understand awl 1e 
informed, that John Henry Newman, Doctor of Divinity, late of the 
parish of A&ton, in the county of \Varwick, contriving and wickedly 
and maliciously intending to injure and vilify one Giovanni Giacinto 
Achilli, and to bring him into great contempt, scandal, infamy, and 
dbgrace, on the 1st of October, 1851, did falsely and maliciously COHl- 
pose and lJUblish a certain false, scandalous, malicious, and defamator.r 
libel, containing divers false, scandalous, malicious, and defamatory 
matters concerning the said G. G. Achilli, that is to say :- 
The information set out the libel l:erbatim, with the usual inuen- 
does. The libel was as follows :- 
" And in the midst of outrages such as these, my Brothers of the 
Oratory, wiping its mouth and clasping its hands, and turning up its 
eyes, it trudges to the Town Hall to hear Dr. Achilli expose the IUClui- 
sition. Ah! Dr. Achilli,-I might ha: okell of him last week, had 
time admitted of it. The Protes 
t. ,f'orld . ,;:s to hear him, because 
he has something to tell of th :NM-fé- ehurcl'1. He has something to 
tell, it is true; he has a SCaI . t6' reveaJ.,. !le' 7lås \1. . n argument to ex- 
hibit. It is a simple one, an 'Xf/Íul\m"
 as'f

ås it goes-and it is 
one. That one argument is .l.JjJ. lsell
ïl)i
 Ißs l .redence which is the 
triumph of Prote:stants; it i::S! 1e sigl\t'of 
ll wI ch is a Catholic's 
confusion. It is indeed ou 00 fusi
 '111:$f".0 ,. oly l\1other could 
have had a priest like him. els the fore otL e argument, and he 
shows himself to the lllultitu e; .',.'" n him. 'l\Iothers of 
families,' he seems to say, 'gent . éN
s ,ocent children, look at 
me, for I 'am worth looking at. You d see such a sight every day. 
Can any Church live over the imputation of snch a production as I 
am? I have been a Roman priest and a hypoc1'Ìte; I have been a pro- 
fligate under a cowl. I am that Father Achilli, who, as early as 18:!G, 
was deprived of my faculty to lecture, for an offence which my supe- 
riors did their best to conceal; and who in 1827 had already earned the 
reputation of a scandalous friar. I am that Achilli, who in the diocese 
of Vitcrbo, in February, 1831, robbed of her honour a young woman of 
eighteen; who in September, 1833, was found guilty of a second such 
crime, in the ca:se of a person of twenty-eight; and who perpetrated a 
third in July, la:a, in the case of another a
ed twentJ-four. I :un he, 
j \nlat more could he say, than that he believed the charges proveable ? 
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who afterwards was found guilty of sins, similar or worse, in oth('r 
towns of the neighhourhood. I am that sun of St. Dominic who is 
known to have repeated the offence at Capua, in 1834 and 1835, and at 
Naples again in 1B40, in the case of a child of fifteen. I am he who 
chose the sacristy of the church for one of these crimes, and Good 
}'riday for another. Look on me, ye mothers of .England, 8 confessor 
against Popery, for ye "ne'er may look upon my like again." I am 
that veritable priest who, after all this, began to speak against, not only 
the Catholic faith, but the moral law, and perverted others by my 
teaching. I am the Cavaliere Achilli who then went to Corfu, made 
the wife of a tailor faithless to her husband, and lived puhHcly and 
travelled about with the wife of 8 chorus-singer. I am that Professor 
in the Protestant College at 1\1alta, who with two others was dismissed 
from my post for offences which the authorities could not get themselves 
to describe. And now attend to me, such as I am, and you shall see 
what you shall see about the barbarity and profligacy of the inquisitors 
of Rome.' You speak truly, 0 Achilli, and we cannot answer you a 
word. You are a priest; you have been a Íl'iar; you are, it is unde- 
niable, the scandal of Catholicism, and the palmary argument of Pro- 
testants, by your extraordinary depravity. You have been, it is true, a 
profligate, an unheliever, and a hypocrite. Not many years passed of 
your conventual life, and you were never in choir, always in private 
houses, so that the laity ohsel'ved you. You were deprived of your 
professorship, we own it; you were prohibited from preaching and 
hearing confessions; you were obliged to give hush-money to the father 
of one of your victims, as we learn from the official report of the police 
of Viterbo. You are reported in an official document of the Neapolitan 
police to be ' known for habitual incontmency;' your name came before 
the civil tribunal at Corfu for your crime of adultery. You have put 
the Crown on your offences by, as long as you could, denying them all ; 
you have professed to seek after truth, when you were ravening after 
sin. Yes, you are an incontrovertible proof that priests may fall and 
friars break their vows. You are your own witness; but while you 
need not go out of yourself for YOllr argument, neither are you able. 
With you the argument begins; with you, too, it ends: the beginning 
and the ending you are both. 'Vhen you have shown yourself, YOll 
ha\'e done your worst and your all ; you are your hest argument and 
your sole. Your witness azainst others is utterly invalidated by your 
witness against yourself. Y Oll leave your sting in the wound; you 
cannot lay the golden eggs, for ;you are already dead." 
'Vhich said false, scandalous, malicious, and defamatory libel the said 
J. H. Newman did then publish, to the great damag-e, scandal, and 
disgrace of the said G. G. Achilli, in contempt of our said Lady the 
(lueen, and believes to the evil and pernicious example of all others in 
the like case offcnding, against the peace of our said Lady the Queen, 
her crown and dignity. Whercupon the said coroner anù attorney of 
our saiù Lady the Queen, who for our said Lady the Queen in this 
behalf prosccuteth, prayeth the consideration of the Court here in the 
premises, and that due process of law may be awarded against the said 
J. H. Kewman in this behalf, to make him answer to our said Lady the 
(l,ueen touehing and concerning the premises aforesaid." 
"In the Queen's Bench, .fllichaelmas Tcrm, 15th Viet. 185V'-Tlte 
(luecn v. J.II. Newman.-And the said J. H. Newman appears here in 
Ii These pIcas were filed 30th December, IA51. 0\5 first delivered, they were 
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court, by Henry Lewin his attome)', and the said information is read 
to him, which being by him heal"d and nnclel'stood, he complains to 
have been grievously vexed and molested under colour of the premises. 
and the less justly because he saith that he is not guilty of the said 
supposed offences in the said infonnation alleged, &c. 
" And for a further plea the said J. H. Newman saith, 
" 1. That before the composing and publishing of the said alleged 
libel, to wit, on the 1st of January, 1830, &c., the said G. G. Achilli 
was an infidel, to wit at 'Vestminster, in the county of 
liddlesex. 
"2. That the said G. G. Achilli was and exercised the functions of a 
priest of the Church of Rome at Viterbo, Capua, Naples, and elsewhere, 
and whilst such priest, &c., he secretly abandoned and disbelieved the 
peculiar doctrines of the Church of Rome, to wit, &c. ; and though out- 
wardly professing chastity and purity of life, he committed the several 
acts of fornication, adultery, and impurity hereinafter mentioned, and 
by reason thel'eof was a hypocrite. 
"3, That the said G, G. Achilli was a profligate under a cowl, in 
that, being a member of the order of St. Dominic or Friars Preachers, 
and bound by vows of chastity, poverty, and obedience, he committed 
the several acts of fomication and impurity hereinafter mentioned. 
"4. That the said G. G. Achilli had a faculty to lecture at Viterbo, 
of which faculty, as early as 182ö, he was, for certain misconduct, 
deprived by the superior of the order, one F. Velzi, but which miscon- 
duct was concealed and suppressed by the said superior, and is to the 
said J. H. Newman unknown. 
"5. That the said G. G. AchiIli, in 1826, was a friar of the order of 
St, Dominic, in the convent of Gradi, at Viterbo, and, contrary to his 
duty as such friar, neglected to attend divine service in the choir, and, 
without the permission of his superior, had frequent intercourse with 
persons not belonging to the said order, and so in 1827 had already 
earned the reputation of a scandalous friar. 
" 6. That the '!aid G. G. Achilli, in February, 1831, at Viterbo, 
debauched, seduced, and carnally knew one Elena Valente, then being 
chaste and unmarried, and of the age of eighteen years, and then and 
there robbed her of her honour. 
"7. That the said G. G. Achilli, at Viterbo, debauched, &c" one Rosa 
de Allessandris, then being chaste and unmarried, of the age of twenty- 
eight years, and robbed her of her honour, and on the 1st of September, 
]8:13, at Viterbo, was found guilty thereof, upon due inquiry before the 
bishop of Viterho. 
"8. That the said G. G. AchilIi, on the 1st of July, 1834, at Viterbo, 
debauched, &c., a certain other young woman of the age of twenty-four 


demurred to, and had to be amended; then they were demurred to again, and 
again amended. The technical and disgraceful character of these objections, 
and their obvious object to obstruct, I}rotract, and delay the proceedings, will 
be appreciated from a specimen or two, The plea charged "acts of impurity" 
and " lewd conduct" were aUegt:d; and it was objected that it did not state " in 
what this impurity and lewdness consisted!" It also charged, that the prose. 
cutor " bPoke against the laws of morality, continence, and purity," and it was 
objected, " what did he speak?" Again, it charged" criminal intercourse with 
a female child," and it was objected, .. that it did not show she was chaste, or 
had any honour to lose!" And while time was consumed with these discredit. 
able technicalities, witnesses were lost; and thus defendant was driven to such 
strictness of statt'ment as to make proof scarcely possible, and denial very 
safe. 
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years, whose name is to the said .T. II. Newman unknown, and tIlt:'ll and 
there rohhcil the said woman of her honour. 
"9. That thc said G. G. Achilli, at Viterbo and in the nejghhourhood, 
committed sins, similar Or worse, and dcbauched, &c., one Vincenza 
Guerra, thcn bein
 chaste and unmarried; also another woman, thell 
being chaste and unmarried, whose name is to the !Said J. H. Newman 
unknown; and that the said G. G. Achilli was afterwards at nome, before 
the Court of the Holr Officc, or Inquisition, found guilty of the said 
several offences. 
"10. That the said G, G. Achilli, on the ]st of January, W3.-), heing 
a friar of the ol'der of St. Dominic, at Capua, dehauched, &c., a certain 
other woman, being chaste anù unmarried, whose name is to the said 
J. II. Newman unknown. 
"n. That the said G. G. Achilli, on the 1st of January, 1ß4-n, at 
Naples, debauched, &c., one l\laria Gio\ anni Principe, a female child of 
fifteen veal'S of ane &c. 
"12.
That the !)Ìace where the said G. G. Achilli dehauched the said 
Rosa de Allessandris was the sacristy of the church of Gmdi. at ViterlJO, 
and that the day on which he debauched the said female child at Napl
s, 
was Goud Friday, in the year 184-n. 
"1
1. That the said G. G. AchilIi, being a priest of the Church of 
Rome, at Rome, Calma, Naples, and 1\1alta, spoke and taught against 
the truth of divers doctrines of the Catholic faith, to wit, &c.; and 
al
o against the laws of morality, to wit, the mora.l olÆg-atiûn of 
chastity and continence, anù thereby did pervert one Luigi De Sanctis, 
one Fortunato Saccares, the said Rosa de Allessandris, the said Elena 
Valente, and the said :i\Iaria Giovanni Principe, from their belicf in 
such doctrines and obedience to sU<.'h laws. 
"14. That on the 2nd of July, 1ß43, at Corfu, the said G. G. AchiJli 
debauched and made faithl
ss to lwr husband, one Marianna Crisaffi, 
the wife of one Nicolo GfiramonÌ, a tailor: and afterwards, on the 1st 
of August, 1843, at Corfu, the said G. G. Achilli publicly cohahited 
and cOlIlmitted adultery with one Albina, the la\\ful wife of one Vin- 
cenzo Coriboni, a chorùs singer, and publicly travelled ablout \\ ith her 
from Corfu to Zante. 
"15. That 011 the 1st of )Iay, IB-!ß, and for twehre months preceding, 
the said G. G. Achilli held the office of professor of theolog-y in a 
Prote5tant college, to wit, St. Julian's College, d :Malta, and during 
that pel'iod hindered and frustrated an investigation then pending he- 
fore .i\lessrs. Hadfield and Drien, officers of the college, concerning 
charges of fornication find other gross imlllorality ag-ainst one Fortunato 
Saccares, and one Pietro Leonini, in which charges the said G. G. AchilJi 
was also implicated, hy sendill.
 away the said l,'ortunato Saccares to 
Sicily; and thereupon the earl of Shafteshury and other
, the cOlIlmittee 
of the said college, dismissed the said G. G. Achilli from his said 
office of prof
ssor, and that the said (;. G. Adlilli was dismissed as 
well for hin(lering and frustrating" the said investigation as for the said 
several acts of sin
 fornication, and immorality hereinhefore mentiOll('(I, 
hut which the said committee were then unwiJIing to, and have still 
forborne to state and describe, and Cfinnot get themsdves to describe 
specifically. 
"1û. That the said G. G, AchiIli, in the years UH7, 1B50, and 18:)1, 
lleing re
i(lent in London, did attempt to seduce and debauch one 
llarriet Harris, then hein!{ chaste awl unmarried, and did l'OIHlnct hilll- 
,.elf lemlly antI illlh.(.('utly as ,,'ell to th(' said IIarlid Harris as t(J onc 
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.Jane Legg, one Sarah W ooel, one Catherine Gorman, anti one ßldJ]('. 
Forta)"; and by reason thereof, and of the said several other matters 
hereinbefore set forth, the said G. G. Achilli was guilty of extraordinary 
depravit:v, and was and is the scandal of Catholicism. 
"17. That the said G. G. AchilIi was a profligate hy tIle commission 
of the said acts of 1->rofligacy, and also had been and was an unbeliever 
and a hypocrite. 
"lB. That the said G. G. Achilli, at the convent of Gradi, at Viterno, 
in the year 1ß36, continunJly ab:;ent
d himself from the choir of the 
chancel of the said convent during- Vi,-ine service, and was a frequenter 
of private houses, contrary to the rules of the said order of St. Dominic, 
and had thereby given offence to divers lay per!"ons, not memhel"s of the 
said order, whose names are to the said J. H. 
cwman unknown. 
"19. That on the lüth day of June, 1841, at Rome, by the Court of 
the Holy Office, or Inquisition, the gaid G. G. Achilli was suspended 
from the celebration uf mass and disahled from any cure of suuls, 
and from preaching and hearing confessions, and from exercising the 
sacerdotal office. 
"
O. That, aftel' the sai<l G. G. Achilli had dehauched the said 
Rosa de Alles
andris, at Viterbo, of the ag-e of 28 years, on the 1st of 
Septemher, 1833, he wa
 oblig-ed to give the sum of .
o scudi (lOt.) to 
the father of the said young woman as damages, and that hy the official 
re}Jorts of the police at Viterbo, it is declared that the said G. G. Achilli 
had given the said money, as such lmsh-mone,), to the said father of 
the said 
'oung wuman. 
"21. That, un the 18t of .January, 1839, in and by an official docu- 
ment or report of the ofticers of police at Naples, and heing amongst 
the archives and documents of the said Neapolitan police, the said G. G. 
AchilLi was reported and declared to he known for habitual incon- 
tinency at Kaples. 
"22. That after the said G. G. Achilli had debauched the said 
la- 
rianna Crisafli, the wife of the said :Kicolo Garimoni, the tailor, on the 
3rd of July, 1843, the name of the said G. G. Achilli came hefore the 
civil tribunal at Corfu in l'espect of the said crime of adultery; that is 
to say, that Nicolo Garimoni, by Antonio CapelIo, his advocate, pre- 
sented a petition to the Court, praying that a petition presented 
hy his said wife .Marianna for alimony should he rejected, upon the 
ground that the said Marianna had been guilty of adultery with the 
said G. G. AchiIli, and offered to prove the same by lawful witnesses. 
"2:3. That the said G. G. AchiHi, 011 the 1st of January, 1850, and 
on divers other da.ys, though knowing himself to have been guilty of 
the several offences afor,.'saicl, did deny them all; and that the said 
G. G. AchilIi, when he committed the said offence, and thCl'eby was, in 
fact, ravening after sin, did profess and pretend to he seeking aftel" t1"Uth : 
and that h)' l'ea
on of the said offences the said G. G. Achilli was and 
is unworthy to be believed in l'espect of t.he chal"g-es hy him made against 
the doctrines and discipline of the Church of Rome, and the person:; })ro- 
fessing the same. And so the said J. H. Newman says that the said 
alleged libel consists of allega.tions true in substance and in fact, and of 
fair and reasonahle comments thereon. 
"And the said J. H. Newman further saith, that at the time of 
publishing of the said alleged libel, it was for the public benefit that 
the m
üters therein contained should be published, because he says that 
great excitement pre\'ailed, and numerous puhlic di
cussions had been 
J-: 
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held in divers places in Englund, on divers matters of controvers,)" 
between the Churches of England and Rome, with respect to which it 
was important the truth should be known; and inasmuch as the said 
G. G. Achilli took a prominent part in such discussions, and his opinion 
and testimony were by many persons appealed to and relied on as of a 
person of character and respectability, with reference to the matter in 
controversy, it was necessary for the purpose of more effectually 
examining and ascertaining the truth, that the matters in the said 
alleged libel should be published and known, in order that it might 
more fully appear that the opinion and testimony of the said G. G. 
Achilli were not deserving of credit or consideration, by reason of his 
previous misconduct; and also because the said G. G. Achilli had been 
and was, at Birmingham, Leamington, Brighton, Bath, Cambridge, 
Huntingdon, \Vinchester, and elsewhere, endeavouring by preaching- 
and lecturing to excite discord and animosity towards her l\Iaje
ty's 
Roman Catholic subjects, and against the religion and practice of per- 
sons professing the Uoman Catholic religion, against the peace of our 
said lady the Queen; and it was of importance and conducive to th(' 
diminishing of such discord and animosity, and to preserve the peace of 
our said lady the Queen, that the said matters should be published nnd 
known to all the liege subjects of our said lady the Queen; and also 
because the said G. G. Achilli had improperly pretended to such sub- 
jects that he was a person innocent of the said c1"Ìmes and misconduct, 
and that he was greatly injured by the said foreign ecclesiastical tri- 
bunals, and that he had been persecuted and oppressed hy the Roman 
Catholic Church and by the bishops and authorities thereof, on account 
of his religious opinions, and that he was a martyr, on account of hi.; 
religious opinions; and hJ' means of such improper pretences was 
endeavouring, and was likely to obtain credit and l:iUpport from such 
subjects, by reason of their being ignorant of the said misconduct of the 
said G. G. Achilli, it then became, and. was of public importance, and 
for the public benefit, to expose the impropriety and want of truth of 
such pretences, and to prevent the said subjects being deceived 
a.nd misled by such pretences, and to have the real character of 
the said G. G. Achilli, and his conduct, made known to such 
subjects and the public in general. And also because many henevo- 
lent persons and the public generally were at that time disposed 
to show kindne
s and give assistance to the said G. G. Achilli, on the 
ground of his having- been harshly and unjustly treated by the said 
Court of the Holy Office, or Inquisition, and by the said superior of 
the said order of St. Dominic, and on the ground that he was a person 
deserving- of kindness and assistance; and it was for the benefit of the 
public that the said matters should be puhlished, for the purpose of show- 
mg that the said G. G. Achilli had been treated fairly and properly, 
and according to his deserts, by the said court and the said superior; 
and. that the said G. G. Achilli is a person wholly undes<.'rving of kind- 
ness and assistance, and because the said G. G. Achilli had obtained 
and was likely again to obtain prefennent and emplo)'ment of public 
trust and confidence, which he was unfit to obtain by reason of the said 
matters, and which he had obtained and was likely to obtain, only 
by reason of the said matters being unknown, and unpublished. And 
80 the said J. H. Newman says he published the said alleged lihel, 
as he lawfully might, for the causes aforesaid; and this the said J. 11. 
Newma.n is reacly to verify. Wherefore, he prays judJ,rment, &c." 
(Signed) " .EDW ARD BAIIELEY." 
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"Hilary Ter7n, 16th Victoria, 18.'5
.-The said C. F. Robinson, 
Esquire, coroner and attorney, &c., as to the plea first pleaded, puts 
himself upon the country; and. as to the plea secondly pleaded, saith, 
that the said J. H. Newman, of his own wrong, and without the cause 
in his said plea alleged, composed and published the said libel, as in the 
said information alleged, &c." 
"Hilary Term, IGth Viet. 1852.-And the said J. H. Newman, as 
to the replication of the said }i'. Robinson, puts himself upon the 
country, &c. 1 


COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH-ApRIL iI, 1852. 
Sir A. Cockburn (with whom was l\Ir. Badeley) moved that the 
case be appointed for an early trial, the sittings after this tenu. 
Re moved on fixe affidavits. First, there was the aflilhvit of Dr. 
Newman, setting forth all the previous proceedings and the history 
of the pleadings. It stated 
" That on the IGth of January a demurrer on the part of the prose- 
cutor was filed to the special plea of the defendant. That he caused 
application to be made to the prosecutor's attorneys, to know what 
their objections were to the plea, and they declined to give such 
information; and thereupon he was compelled to amend his plea 
in the best way he could, without knowing the Y articulars of the 
objections, as he was most desirous to remove al technical objec- 
tions, and to go into the merits of the said alleged libels. That the 
prosecutors again objected to the plea, and thereupon he caused appli- 
cation to be made to the prosecutor's attorneys for the particulars of 
their objections, with which they complied, and thereupon he caused his 
plea to be amended, to meet the objections, though he was advised by 
counsel, and fully believed that his pleas, as first settlerl, were sufficient 
in law and fact; and if the same contained any informalities it was 
through accident, and not with any view of delay on the part of 
defendant or his advisers. That the objections taken to the plea, and 
the legal fonn thereof, occasioned such delay that the pleas, as last 
amended, were not filed until the 9th Febl"Uary, 1852. That fully 
believing that the trial would come on on or about the IGth February, 
he had caused his witnesses to be requested to come to this country 
ready for the trial; and he had not time afterwards to write to them to 
prevent their coming into this country by that time; and if he had not 
sent for them forthwith to come by that time, the prosecutor might m 
have joined issue (without a demurrer), and the trial would have taken 
place at the sittings after Hilary term; but the defendant would have 
been left without his witnesses, and deprived of the just defence which 
their testimony could afford to him. That it was absolutely necessarv 
that his witnesses should come to England for his defence. That fi
e 
of them arrived in London from Corfu about the 16th Februar)", anò 
two of them from Malta on the 6th, and two of them (females) ani ved ill 
Paris, one about the 13th January and the other about the 1st February; 
one of them bringing with her a child in arms, and leaving a child at 
I 1. e. the parties joined issue. This was on February 26th; it might have 
been in December but for the discreditable demurrers already alludeà to. 
m And undoubtedly would. 


F. .) 
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home five or six years old; and she refused to leave her home with- 
out her husband. That the defendant has been put to a very great 
and serious expense in the necessary support of the said witnesses, 
from the time of their leaving home down to the present time. n That 
the female witnesses in Paris are very desirous and urgent to return 
again to their own homes, and that several of the witnesses are said to 
have threatened to return to their own homes, without waiting for the 
trial, and that one of the English witnesses has requested to he permitted. 
and threatened to go to America before the trial of the cause; but this 
defendant cannot comply with these desires or requests, as he is advised 
and believes that their testimony is absolutely necessary for his just 
defellce. o That he was desirous to try the cause at the spring assize
 
for Surrey, about 2
nd March, for which there was sufficient time; 
and he caused application to be made to the prosecutor's attorneys for 
their consent to such a trial, but they declined to accede to it. That he 
is informed that several of his witne:.ises are suffering serious losses by 
reason of the delay in the trial of the cause, and that these losses will 
be much increased if the delay is continued; and that some of the 
witnesses have threatened to return home. That he believes they will 
leave the country unless the cause is speedily heard, and thereby the 
defendant will be deprived of his just defence to the prosecution. o 
Guiseppe :\Iontanori, of Corfu, hut now staying at Church-street, 
Grcek-street, Soho, made oath and said, that he al'rived in London the 
16th February, that he was staying there solely for the purpose of 
giving his evidence in the cause, and at great inconvenience and loss in 
his trade, a house-painter. 
Antonio Russo, of Corfu, sta)'ing at, &c., madc a similar affidavit, 
stating that he was a journeyman carpenter, and his master had now 
engaged another man in his l)lace, in consequence of his having been 
detained in England. 
Niccolo Garramoni, of Corfu, tailor, made a similar affidavit. 
On the 14th April, l\Ir. Lewin wrote to prosecutor's attorneys. 
asking consent to early trial, "to prevent the h('a,'y expense of 
witnesses being continued," having preyiou
ly, in li'ebruary, proposed 
to try at the Surrey Spring .A
sizes, an offer which \Va,s refuset!. 
Lord Campbell declined to take the case, unless an urlllerstanding 
cuuld be come to tlmt it would only last two da.ys, which of course 
was utterly impossible, and 110 arrangement for a trial cuuld be made 
in Easter Term. So the cause stood over until the "f;itting-!'I 
after Trinity Term," which commenced in June, after a delay of 
not less than four months from the time at which the cause could 
Itave been tricJ, anJ would have been, but for the conJuct of the 
}Irosecutor's attoruey.\i, and the delay they produceJ. 


R During this interval, Dr. Newman's attorney had to write to the prosecutor's, 
complaining of attempts to tamper with the ",itnesses, 
o It is requisite to give the address of a l)erson making affiùavit; and this the 
prosecutor's attorneys well knew, of course; and Achilli was thus able to find the 
defendant's witnes!'es out, and had opportunities of speaking with them. Mr. 
Lewin, the defendant's attorney, made a similar affidavit, 
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COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH-JuNE 21, IS52. 


(Siuirl,!/s at 1YestminstCl", before Lord Campbell and a f:Jpecial 
JuJ'!}.) 


THE QUEEN O
 TIlE PROSECUTION OF GIACINTO ACHILLl 
v. DR. JOIIX HEXUY NEWJL\N. 


The Attorney Genet-al, the Solicitor Gcnend, anll Mr. T. F. Ellis 
appeared for the prosecution; and Sir A. E. Cockburn, :Mr. Serjeant 
1Yilkins, Mr. Brmn'lcell, 1\[r. Joslplt Addison, an(1 Mr. Badelc!1 
for the defence. Some of the special jury summoned did not answer 
to their names, and the J1arties prayed a toles de circumstnntibus.p 
l\Ir. Ellis opened the pleadings. This was a criminal informa- 
tion filed by her Majesty's coroner against John Henry Newman, 
charging him with tbe publication of a libel upon Giacinto Achilli, 
to which the defendant had for a first plea plealled not 
uilty, on 
which issue was joined; secondly, he had J)leaded specially, setting 
forth certain allegations of fact and cunclusions, to the ettect that 
the allegations in the libel were true in substance and in fact, and 
that the publication of them was for the public advantage. q To 
t.he
e pleas the prol5ccutor replied that the llefendant had made 
the publication of his own wrong, and without the excuses alleged 
hy him in the pIcas, and on this replication the defendant had taken 
issue. 
The Alto'ruey General (Sir P. Tltesi[/er) then addressed the 
jury for the prosecution. He said,-This is a criminal information, 
'which has been filed against Dr. Newman for a libel contained in a 
pamphlet which was publi
hed. in the month of October last year 
(one of a series), entitled" Lectulï:'s on the present Position of 
Catholics in England, addressetl to the Brothers of the Little 
Oratory." The prosccutor, Dr. AchiIli, is an Italian by birth, and 
formerly was a monk of the Dominican order, and a priest of the 
Roman Catholic ChUl"ch. lIe has since embraced the doctrines of 


I' I.e. were willing to fill up the number with such of the bystanders as were 
common jurors. "'by were not the "pecial jurors caliI'd on th
ir fines? 
q Cnder Lord Campbell'i; Ad.-See Intruduction and notes, allie, p. 14. 
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the Protestant faith, and is now a preacher of the Gospel at the 
Italian Protestant Chapd, in the neighbourhood of Golden-square. 
The defemIa-nt, Dr. N eWlIlan, as most of you probably well know, 
was furmed y a clergyman of the Established Church, and was a 
tlistingui,.;hed graduate of the U niyersity of Oxford; he has since 
been converted to the Roman Catholic faith, of which he is nuw, if 
not one of the most able, certainly one of the most zealous defenders. 
Dr. Achilli, the })rosecutor, before the yea,r 1850, had paid occ.'t- 
sional visits to this country, but at the commencement of that 
year, having recently escaped from the prisons of the Inquisition at 
Rome,s in which he had been confine(l for six months, he arrived 
in this country, and has l>een resident here ever since. He is a 
person of considerable talent, of great self-reliance, and of imlomit- 
ahle energy. He appears to possess a strong and determinell will, 
and a spirit of independence which makes him occasionally unwilJ- 
ing to submit to authority. Such a person ha\"ing revelations to 
make respecting the dungeons of the Inquisition, in which he 
has been twice incarcemted, and also respecting the errors of tbat 
faith which he has relinquished, and respecting the conduct of 
its professors, was likely to be gla,lly listened to.t He attended 
various public meetings, in which the sta.tements he made excited 
a great deal of interest, and, being published, were read with 
great avidity. It was, of course, under these circumstances, 
evident to the members of that Church which he lutd quitted, 
that he was a most formidahle adversary, and one who was 
by no means to be despised; and they seemed to have con- 
sidered that it was an important object that they sllOuld dis- 
ahle his authority, impeach his v('TIlcity, and ,lestroy his credit; 
and no person appe:trs to have :ìdtlre
se(l himself to the attainment 
of these purposes with 1I10re zeaJ, if with more ahiJity, than Dr. 
X ewman. Ile was awan--' of tl1(' tC'mpf>r of the English pE'ople; he 
knew that nothing was more like1 y to scandaJize them than tbe 
Dotion of any impropriety committed by any person clothed with 3. 
sacred character; and be, therefore, very in,lustriousJy raked 
together all the scandals which the ma1ice of the enemies of Dr. 

\chilli had di8,
cminated; and he gave an aceount of them in his 
l,'ctures, and published them in the pamphlet which was the suhject 
of thi::; prosecution. u He was engaged, in 18,')1, in delivering 3. 
series of lectpres to the hrothers of the Oratory, and the Jmmphlet 
which is now under considemtion furms t11e fifth of tllOlSl' lectures, 
and is entitled "On the Lo(rical Inconsistencies of the Protestant 
Faith." He undertook in this lecture to perform ,,,hat he no doubt 


· This was meant for, and made the main and the ma"tf'r-point df prejudice 
in tbe case; that the prosecutor was a victim of tbe Inquisition! 
t Most true; eagerly listened, without the least dt'sire to diseover the truth. 
u The most simple and most severe comment on this passage is the observation 
of Sir A. Cockburn, that Sir Frederick ('ould not be BO ill instrllcted 8S not to 
k:ïOwthat tbe6e charges had all bEen publÜ;bed in the Ð!.IblrnRet'!ew of Jul
', 18:>0! 
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considered an act of duty to the faith he had newly embi.aceJ- 
namely, to destroy the character of Dr. Achilli. In page 195 he 
introduces the su
ject in this way :-" Oh! the one-sided intellect 
of Protestantism!" (He reads the libel.) 
In .l\lichaelmas term last the Court granted leave to file a cri- 
minal information ah-rainst the .l\les
rs. Burns and Lambert for the 
libel as published by them. Subsequently, Dr. Newman admitted 
that he was the author of the libel, and his name, by the leave of 
the Cuurt, was substituted for that of the Messrs. Burns and 
Lambert. 
H Dr. Newman had contented himself with general charges of 
immorality and profligacy on the part of Dr. Achilli, there would 
have been no rrason for him to take the slightest step to vindicate 
his character ag-ainst sueh vague and general imputations, for of 
course they would be ascribed to that hostility which Dr. Newman 
woulJ entertain towards Dr. Achilli, and he could have afforded to 
pass them over with silence and contempt. But it was perfectly 
impossible fur bim 50 to deal with charges of this description- 
charges 5IJecific and minute in their character-containing, if not in 
all instances the names of the persons referred to, at least such 
descriptions of them as pointed out clearly amI distinctly who they 
were, together with minutiæ of details as to places and times,-it is 
quite clear that if Dr. Achilli Lad taken no notice of them, if he 
had not called on the accuser to support his accu::;ation, and to 
justify the statements he had made, the 'world would fairly and 
justly have belie,.ed that the charges were true, and that it was out 
of the power of Dr. Achilli to controvert, or even to deny them,Y 
Dr. Achilli, therefore, felt bound to appeal to the law for the vindi- 
cation of his character against these foul slanders, and to call on his 
accuser in a court of law, if he can, to make good the:"e charges 
against him. Dr. Achilli applied to the Court of Queen's Bench 
to be allowed to file a criminal information against Dr. Newman. 
Before he could obtain the sanction of the Court to file that informa- 
tion, it was absolutely necessary that he should givc a distinct 
and specific denial to the different charges which were alleged 
against him. He did so; the information was granted, and Dr. 
Newman has now, as yon have heard, pleaded to the information. 
Now, until lately, a great anomaly prevailed in the law on the sub- 
ject of proceedings for libel. If a person who alleged that be was 
injured by a libellous publication brought an action, it was compe- 
tent to the person against whom the action was brought to plead, by 
way of justification, that the statements in the libel were true; and 
if he succeeded in establi.\ihing the truth, the party failed in his 
action. But if an indictment or criminal information were brought 
for the very same libel, it was not open to the party accused to plead 
.. Then this inferem:e, of course, is to be drawn from the fact tbat he allowed 
aU the charges to '>e puhlished in IH50, in the D,,!J[;n Review, with far more 
minutf'nf's!; and clptiliJ, without taking any steps to vimli"ate his character. 
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the trut11,w hecause such I'roceelJÏlI,gs being on the groun,l of the 
po
sibility of the putllicatiou le-c111ing to a breach of the peace;x it 
was oLvious that this con
e'luence would re
tùt whether tlH' state- 
ments wrre true or false, whieh If'J to the or,linary expres:::ion, "the 
greater the truth the greater the libe!." This anomaly amI absurdity 
in the law was remmoeJ hy the noLle and I('arnell lor(l, who uow 
presides, anll who some years ago introduce(l to the legi
lature the 
Act by which, in cases of íhis kind, tlte party accu..ed is emLLled to 
plead the truth of the allegations contained in the libel, and aIMing 
to it that the puhli('ation was for the public benefit. Dr..K eWllmn 
bas availed himself of this pri\'ile
e, and has, ill his pleas, comprising 
twenty-three (listinct charges, e--'::Plmded the statements in the litlel, 
and intro(lncing the Iletails which are ne('essary with respect to the 
Imrticulars of the differellt charges; and he has undertak('n to pro\'e 
the truth of the
e statements !-'o contained in his pleas. Y I need not 
l:my (sinct:' I haye r-ead the libel) that as the pleas fo]]uw its statements, 
they involve a series of charges of the nw:-:t serious kind against 
the moral conduct and character of Dr. Achilli, the earliest perioll 
referreJ to being 1826; so that for twenty-six y{'urs we are caIlt'11 
upon to enter into an investigation of his life, aud condnct, a)\(l 
character. lie is charged as early as 1 R31 with ha\Oing seduced 
several Wflmen, >3ome of whom arc uamed in the 1)le:1 and others are 
Fail! to be unknown; he is accu<.:ed of improper intercour;:;c with other 
women, and with aeJultery with two of them; he is state!l to have 
been remo\red from his profe,.;sorshil' in the :\Ia1ta Protestant co]]eg-e 
in consclI'lt'nce of PIHleavouring to stifle accusations of incolltin('nce 
against others, anù in which he was him"clf implicated. }i'inaJly, 
he is charged with the seductiu.n of :several females in this country, 
in the ymrs 1849, 1RjO, and 1f',jJ ; awl all this is summed up with 
the statement which Dr. 
e\Vman puts forth a;.;ainst him as to his 
lr..thituaJ incoutinence, I h:t\"c fdt slime dl'g'ree of t'mbarrass- 
ment, gentlemen, as to what was the courðC f ought properly to 
pur
ue in this most anxious in\Oe::;tigation. rnder urdinary circum- 
stances I should anticipate the clmrge containccl in the plea, :lIllI call 
tl.e evidence in my power for the purpo
e of rclmtting it, hut it 
nppeal'S to mc and to my learned frielld
 who::;e assistance I have, 
that it would he impossiLle for us, under the extraordinary circulU- 
stances in which thi::. ('a::;e is presented to you, properly to adopt that 


W An information, however, could not be granted at all upon applicant's 
affidavits; it did not dearly appear that he denied the charges; 01' if on the 
affidavits of the defendant it appeared that they were true or stale. See Introduc- 
tion, allte, p. 12. 
" This is a rather narrow reason; not to be found in the older ca!'es; at least, 
with reference to erimillal infurmation; the objeet of "hich, unduubtedly. is the 
,indieation of character 
, In a fev. moments Sir Frederiek wa.o; ('omplainin
 that his ('1ient did not 
know what chargt'
 be had to meet! Thi
 plea wa", filed nearly five month.. 
IJefore the trial! and it onl
 emnorlied t he at tidt:iu the Ðllbllll RC/"If'II', J'ul,t..hcd 
t \, 0 j'cdr
 before! 
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course on the present uccasion. I need not Bay to you that from 
the positiun of tbe parties, if the char,!!es were tme, that lUnch 
greater facility 'would be afionled to Dr. K {'wman to ohtain evidence 
in Italy to support them than would be afforJed to Dr. Achilli tu 
rebut them; and that if they were untrue, Dr. Xen lUan would have 
much Letter means put in his power to bring fol'\' arc! witnesses 
than woult! be allowed to Dr. Achilli. r; 'Ve are here in utter 
uucertainty as to the mode in which Dr. Kewman proposes to esta- 
blish the truth of these charges. a "r c are aware that there are 
some witnesses here for the purpuse of giving their eviJence; and 
we are in some small degrce prepared to meet thcm and rebut their 
testimony; but we are utterly at a loss to know how most of these 
charges will be attempteJ tu be pro,.eJ. alill therefore it i,,; ab
o- 
lutely necessary fur us to wait until the evidence on the part of Dr. 
Xewlllan shall have been gi,"en, when we shall be enabled tu meet 
that cviJence by calling tue witnesses befure you whom we can 
bring farwarJ, and 'giving you aJl the t(.stimony in our power to 
enable you to jUlIge as to the credibility of the evidence adduced by 
the JcfcuJant. I pledge my.::;clf to call Dr. Achilli bf'fore YOIl at 
the proper time,b awl to submit him to the searching examination 
of my learned frielltL As to IÚm, the question is of cour,,;e one of 
the deepest anxiety and illtere:st. lIe is arraigned Lefore you on 
his trial to answer these charge::., directed against him for his sup- 
posed comluct during no less than twenty-:Úx years of 11is pre,.iou.:3 
existence. lie calmly-and I believe I mfl,y ad(l, fearlessly-awaits 
the re:sult of this im-estigation. He is perfectly a'ware of all the 
difficulties with which he i.:; surrounded; he knows that nothing but 
the most patient anJ careful attention will enaLle you to ascertain 
what degree of crellit i.:; due to the witne:sse
 who will be caned; 
but he is sa,tisfieJ, thou;.rh he is a fUl'ei:;uer-I had almost sai(l 
because he is a fOl'eignel.-tlHtt that faimes.:; awl that impartiality 
wl1Ích invariably distingui.:;b British jurymen will be exhibiteJ on 



 This could imply nothing less than an im;inuation that Dr. Ken-man might 
easily find in the Catholic Church a conspiracy to get up false evidence : the 
very insinuation conveyed with such extreme delica('y and charity by the Lord 
Chief Justice of England on the argument of the rule. Utherw;se it is impos- 
sible not to see that both parties were on an equality, trying the case in this 
country, each having to procure his evidence abroad, \\ith this great advantuge 
on the side of the prosecutor, that he could offer his own evidence. 
a This really was too bad, The reader, on referring to the plea, will perceive 
all the charges set forth with perfect particularity of time, place, and person. 
The prosecutor, by special demurrer, drove the defendant to this particularity 
in pleading; and (as will be obsl>rved in the course of the case) restricted him 
rigidly within those limits in respect to proof. 
b There \\as (as will he seen) a little mental reserve here as to the phrase 
.. proper time," \\ hict.\ in the case of a criminal information, the object of which 
are to vindicate th
 character of the pro,;ecutor, usually is taken to mean thp. 
earliest possible time, in the opening of the case, \\ hereas Achilli's counsel 
would not produce him for e'\amination until the defendant had fir,;t been put to 
prove all hi!> charges by other evidence, which of course he ought nut to be 
il.ble to do, though the charges were rerfectly true. 
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the present occa
ion, anJ tJlat yon will join with those who are now 
intrusted with his vital interests in the endeavour to arrive at the 
truth in tIlÎs inquiry, because by the truth, to which he is ready to 
commit Limself, he must stand or fall in this his (lay of trial. 
The Solicitor General (Sir F. Kelly) then called the 6r!'t wit- 
ness, when l\Ir. Smjeant 1Jïlkins (Sir A. Cockburn having left the 
court for a few IllOll1ents C ) moved that the witnesses on both sides 
be ordered out of court. The A ttonLC.if General alSked if this was 
intended to apply equally to Dr. Achilli (who sat under his counsel). 

Ir. Serjeant lrilkins. l\Iost as!'uredly. (The IJrosecutor appeared 
reluctant to leave.) The A ttorney General looked wistfully at the 
Chief Justice, who saiJ, with emphasis, ,. If you insist on it,
brother 
'Vilkins, af course it must be so."d TheAttorney General, encouraged 
by the tone of the Chief Justice, ventured to urge that the e:x.clusion 
of the prosecutor, because he happened also to be a witness, would 
be incoll\yenient, a
 preventing }.>ersonal communication with his 
counsel in the progres::; of the case. The LORD CIIIEF JUSTICE 
said,-If the counsel for the defendant insists on it it must be so. 
::\1r. Serjeant lFilkins. My lord, we feel it our duty to press it. 
The LORD CHIEF JUSTICE. Then Dr. Achilli must leave the court. 
He did so accordingly. Immediately one of the jury (a man of 
colour) rose and said with some warmth, that it seemed hard upon 
Dr. Achilli to excJude him, as he could not know what charges were 
hrought against him. The LORD CHTEF JUSTICE said,-Gentlemell, 
as prosecutor of course he has a right to be in court, but as it is 
proposeJ to examine him also as a witness, anJ as all witnesses are 
ordered out of court, if the other side insist, I am bound to incluJe 
him in the order. e 


C This seems the fitting opportunity for mentioning, that as leading counsel 
are usually engaged in cases going on simultaneously in two courts, one or other 
of the leaders in a case have continually to be absent from one court to attend 
in another, as in this instance, and continually throughout the case; but Sir F. 
Thesiger on one side, and Sir A. Cockburn On the other, attended for the most 
part entirely to this case. 
d Was this quite fair? The effect was to throw the odium of excluding Achilli 
on Dr. Newman's counsel, instead of which, it ought to have been avowed 8S the 
act of the Court, and as in accordance with the invariable practice in trials like 
these. A slight thing serves to prejudice a jury, especially ill sueh a case. 
I! This is an ordinary, I believe invariahle, application in cases in which 
there is to be a conflict of e\idence, and the reason is obvious: the impossi- 
bility of testing the opposing testimony if the witnesses hear eacb other's 
evidence. The value of the practice, which really is all but a rule, is illustrated 
in the story of " Susanna and the Elders," and the instancell are innumerable 
of life amI character rescued from false witnesses by this simple yet effective 
expedient. Let the reader refer to the evidence of one witness for Achilli, 
tbe woman Garamoni, given while he was in court, but not while he was ex- 
amined, and then they will the better understand the effect of his being in 
court "hile all the witnesses were examined, and before he "as examined himself. 
As it is, however, he had the advantage of reading all the evidence given on the 
first two days, he fore he gave his own; which obviol1!!ly is a most materllli ('00- 

ideration in estimatin
 it
 ,"alue. 
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The Solicitor General then adduced formal evidence of the 
publication of the libel, and tbe admission of Dr. Newman's author- 
ship. 
The libel was tben taken as read, and the case for the prosecution 
closed. f 
Sir A. Cockburn then addressed the jury as follows :-In rising 
to address you, gentlemen, on behalf of the defendant, it would be 
in vain to disguise that I feel that the task is calculated to inspire 
me with conlSiderable apprehension. 'Vhen I consider that this is a 
question involving religious consillerations, it rCll uires no more to 
make me unulSually alive to the difficulties I shall have to encounter in 
procuring, even from gentlemen of your intelligence and honour, for 
my client that fair, impartial, and di
passionate hearing which is abso- 
lutely essential to the administration of justice in such a case. 
Gentlemen, I have not performed my part in the administration of 
justice for so lllany years without having become painfully impressed 
with the consciousness that even under the excellent system in which 
ju
tice is administered, and the admirable and invalu<
ble institutions 
which happily prevail in this country, and which are our boast and 
honour throughout the world, how difficult it is where questions of 
class-interest, or political, or still more, reli,gious feelings are 
involved,-for even those who come to the administration of justice 
with the noblest and loftiest sentiments to protect themselves against 
that bias which such feelings are so naturally calculated to engender, 
and which will steal over our hearts, and occasionally pervert our 
understandings, without our being in the slightest degree conscious 
or sensible of the mischievous influences they exercise over our 
minds. AIld, gentlemen, in what case-if such unhappily be the 
frailty of human nature, that if even the best of us are open to these 
influences-in what case could there be more reason to apprehend 
it::! effects than in the present. It has been unhappily reserved 
for our days, that after a long period of revose anJ quiet, the flame 
of religious controversy should once more be kindled. "r oe to our 
times that such should be the case; but unhappily it is so, and we 
must deal with these facts and circumstances as things over which 
we have no control. We have before us on the present occasion two 
great champion::> of these contending Chmches. .And now I ask any 
man to commune with his own heart, and to ask himself this ques- 
tion,-Are we not alJ prone to look on those whose religious opinions 
agree with our own, and who are the chaml}ions of our faith, with 
a partial eye, and to look with suspicion and distrust upon those 
with whom we disagree? In this case we have two converts, each 
from the faith of the other. Let any man ask himself how he looks 
on the secessions from the Church to which he belongs, or those who 
become converts to it. Is a convert made from the Roman Catholic 
to the Protesta,nt Church-we look upon him as a man who has 
f At half-ptl.
t ten. The plaintiff'
 whole case having only (\cC'upied three- 
quarters of an hour, 
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yicldc!l to the force uf reason and the light of truth, and wllO hag 
adoptcd his new faith from 
incere conviction. ".. e entf.'rt.ain no 
doubts of hid truthfulness. If any suspicions are caf't upon his 
Illoti'"es, our hearts, our passions ri:5e immediately in his favour. "r e 
are disposed to look" ith fanmr on all he has dune, atHI if his motives 
are called in ([nestion, we he('oll1e at once the a(h"ocates of his cause. 
On the other hand, take the m:m who has become a seceder from our 
faith, and 
L convert to Catllùlici
m, on him are we not prone to look 
with di:strwst? and are not his motives called in question? and are we 
not ready to call him an apostate? ".. e look on him with a pre- 
judiced and }Jartial judgment, viewing his conduct as that of a man 
who has abandoned his faith-the faith to which we are attached, 
and we are inclined to ascribe his secession to some of the baser 
motives which actuate men's minds. Gentlemen, here we have the 
very case before u
. Two con verts, or, if you please, two apostateß, 
ttre before you. Two men who have each ahandoned the faith in 
which they were respectively brought up, and who have been con- 
verted to the oppflsite faith; each has become the champion of the 
(.aUBe to which he has recently pa
sed over, an!l hetween them there 
is this i:ssl1e and this contest; and on the part of one of them, a 
Catholic, I ha'"e to address a jury eompused, perhaps exclusively, of 
Prote:stants. Do not belieH', gentlemen, that I entprtain the 
I-lightest distrust of you, or doubt that you have entered that hox 
with the full determination fttithfully to discharg-e the !luty which 
IJcfore God and man you htwe sworn to !lischarge. But, if there 
he anything which inspires me with appl'ehension in this case, it is 
the !listrust I fed as to the possibility of men plac('d Ul1!ler such cir- 
cumstances disch:lrgin,
 their duty without heing sul
ject to tho!"e 
influences which are so apt to dominate unconsciously over us; and 
jf I make tlJt
se observations, it is only to jll
tif'y what I am ahol1t 
to do-to call on yuu, in the name of all that is sacrell, to gmml 
yoursclve:s againl't the possibility of prejudice 01' passion interfering' 
with the dil'char,ge .of YOlll. !ll1ties-tlutit-'S which require fur their 
}1l'OpCl. clischarge calm, unbias::,etl, I1nprt:judiced, and !lispa:--siollate 
Uli:\!ls. Let us now ('onsi(ler in what position Dr. X ewman, the 
(lefemhnt, stall!b, It i:s clear that in attackillg (:ulli I a(lmit that 
I", Ims attaeked the clmradcr of Dr. Achilli, in 1:\11I'h :L maunpr tlmt 
he must justify that attack if he can, for so to attack a JIIan without 
having tbe means of lI1akin
 g-oo(l that ju
tification, i:::, I :Hllllit, 
matter of most serioHs offcuce)-it i:s clm1': 1 &'ìY, that the defendant 
has llI:ule these ch:Ui.!C:S from no private or personal motive; that he 
h:lIl no private pi(}lle to g-ratify, no private I-pite to in!lulge, no "in- 
(lictive feeling to r-:atisfy a,gainst ])1'. Achilli. \Vhy then attack 
him, will be aske!l: and I may be allowed to a
k why 1m"! he 
attacked Dr. Achilli? the Attol'Iley ({eneral has f;ugge.
tecl to us an 
élllswcr to that lJ.l1cstion. J Ie Hays that Dr. .Achilli came forward as 
H man who knpw amI coulcl revC'ttI the 
ecrC'Ís of the IlHf11isition ; 
,,110 was alJle tv !'how the el'l'or
 of the Homan Catholic doctrille ; 
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who could expose, and J.enounce, and holJ. up to odium the 
practices of the Roman Catholic clergy; and that therefore it 
was necessa,ry that he should be silencetl and })ut to open shame. 
Now, gentlemen, there was one thing which the Attorney General 
must have known, amI ought in justice to ha,oe stated. Every Qne 
who beard his statement necessarily would have imagined that these 
charges had fir:"t been brought forward by ])r. 
 ewman in the 
lecture in which the libel is contained, and haJ. been "raketl 
toaether" by him in the first instance. Gentlemen, the Attorney 
G
neral could not have heen so ill-instructecl as not to know that this 
representation was utterly incorrect. Everyone of these charges 
had been lmhlished openly to the world no less than fifteen months 
before Dr. Xewllmn took them up. Such charges as these (says 
the Attorney General), when made with such specific reference to 
details, time, anJ. place, it was impossible that Dr. Aclâlli shoulll 
not meet them. 'Vhy, gentlemen, for fifteen mouths tlJey were 
published to the world with far more particularity of time anJ. 
place than is to be found in Dr. Newman's statements; and (as we 
can show) were brought to the particular attention of Dr. Achilli 
(for he refers to them in his book); dates were given, docnmentR 
mentioned,-with every reference requisite to enable him to gÙ"e 
an answer; and during all that time he refrained froUl taking any 
steps in respect to this l'ublication. But ,,-hen Dr. X en-man refers 
to these charges, which thus had been \)rought against him, awl 
which he had not had the courage or the bolJlles
 to answcr, 
then Dr. Achilli comes forward anJ. obtains this iuformatioJl 
against Dr. K ewman. g Gentlemen, I do not mean to ::;ay 
that the man who publishes Jihellous ('barges against another is 
justified in point of law, by being able to say tbat these charg-es 
have heen published preyiously in the same manner by somebody 
else, and had remained uncontradicted; but surely it is a matter 
which, thongh no legal answer,h ought in fairness to have been 
stated. It is a very different thing to be the first inventor 
or author of libcllous charges attacking another man's character, 
from what it is to repeat or advert to charges which have been 
publicly made, and which bave been published to the world; which 
have been drawn to the attention of the party charged, and which 
he has allowed to remain for months-almost for years, unanswered 
amI unrefuted; for surely his silence may fairly have warranted the 
man who ad verts to them in the second instance, in the infcrence 
tbat the ab::ience of contradiction or l'efutatioll amountð to a tacit 
g In the interval witnesses, of cour,;e, might die, or become inaccessible, or 
could have been deterred from coming forward; and, in fact, many who could 
have borne testimony were not forthcoming at the trial; and judgments and other 
documents referred to in the alleged libel, had become destroyed by the burning 
of official buildings during the revolutions in Italy. Does not this strongly 
show the absurd injustice of calling on a man at any time to prove charges 
which may be true, but not pro,eable ? . 
h In some cases it may even be in itself an answer in law; and in an appli- 
cation for a cl'iminal information, is always so.-See Introduction, ante. 
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aC'luiescence and acknowledgment of the truth of the accusations. i 
Now, let us see, gentlemen, what is the real motive which lla
 
influenced Dr. :Newman in attacking Dr. Achilli. The Attomey 
General has told yon, with perfcct truth, that Dr. Achilli questioned 
the Roman Catholic faith. Ha.ving been brought up in that faith, 
having become a monk and a vrie
t, and long officiated in both 
characters, he came forward about 181j, saying, " Beholù a convert 
to Protestantism! one who could no longer endure the auominations 
of the Catholic Church!" His language again:st the church which he 
had left was of the strongest character. lIe everywhere not only 
denied the doctrinc of the Homan CatlJolic Church, but he spoke ill 
strong terms of the corruption of the clergy, of the dissoluteness of 
the Ii \'es of the prie::;ts, of the abominations of the conduct of the 
members of the hierarchy. In a letter to Pope Gregory X VI., after 
descanting on the corruptions of the Roman Catholic Church (it is 
at I). 376 of bis book, entitled, "Dealings with the Inquisition"), he 
says :- 
" Yes; the people, deceived by you, have good reason to believe in 
you. You have deceived them "",ith your doctrines-your own, not 
those of the Gospel; invented f01" your own profit alone; not for the 
benefit of men's soul:.; to 'which you have even denied consolation 
when they couJd not give you silver and gold in }myment fur it. You 
deceive them with your practiees when you, so avaricious, preach dis- 
interestedness; you, so impure, chastity; you, so villrlictive, forgive- 
ness; you, so insuhordinate, submission; you, so turbulent, peace; 
you, so self-indulgent, temperance; you, so indolent, industry; .you, so 
immoral, holiness. 1'hu
, to this day, you have deceived the people, 
and they have ceased to helieve in you; perceiving that God did not 
dwell in you-that God no longer spoke through )'our ul1truthfullips." 
Gentlemen, if this was the way in which he addressed the head of 
the church to which he harl once belonged, you lllay easily believe, 
gentlemen, that when he spoke of the subordinate members of .the 
)1Ìerarchy he was not more considerate in his use of terms. Through- 
out his work he dwells perpetually on what he calls the di
8oluto 
lives of the clergy, on the corruptions and abominations of the 
church, from the po!)e upon his throne down to the lowest minister 
connected with the church; he represents that the rule is that of 
wickedness and lieentiousness, a11l1 that purity amI virtue are the 
rare exceptions. This is the sort of language in which, since his deser- 
tion of the Human Catholic Church, he has always spoken of it. 
If these thing-s are true, it is of course important to mankind, and 
to the Christian world, that the truth should Le known. I y'mLl'l'cl 


i In all criminal trials it is the hest possible e\idence of the charge, that it 
hasJ>een made in the prisoner's presence, and been uncontraJictt'd; lind in all 
judicial proceedings, what is said in the presenl'e of one of the parties, an(l not 
denied, is good evidence against him, as an admission. This argnment was not at 
all adverted to by the judge, yet surely was material and forcible? It is true', 
A('hilli had barely denied the chargE's, but had not taken the steps which his 
own counsel declared the proper step to take to vindicate his chnrarter. 
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not, therefore, with him if his statements are true. But ftOW are 
we to knolV tllat tltey are true? Is a Catholic, who believes, of 
cour::;e, that the church of his ancestors is the one true church,-is 
he to submit to such shocking imputations upon it? Or is one who 
having come to it from the conviction that it is the true church, 
and who, in consequence of that conviction, has been induced to 
abandon a position of di::;tinction and of emolument, and all that 
can operate upon meaner minds, for the sake of following what he 
believes to be clear truth, and to attach himself to that which in his 
mind is the true faith; is he to remain silent under thE:se accusations 
against the church and the faith in which he believes? Gentlemen, 
1 am satisfied that there is not one of you, firm as may be your 
attachment, and firm as may be your affection for the Protestant 
Church,j who would not be ready to do this justice to members of 
the Catholic Church, or who would not say,-that when accu- 
sations such as these, which Dr. Achilli has for years fulminated 
against the whole body of the Catholic clergy, are made public to 
the world,-there is not one of you who would not say that it was 
the right, nay, the duty of a Catholic to come forward and vin- 
dicate his church from the imputations and aspersions thus cast 
upon it. It would, indeed, be a mockery to talk of" toleration "- 
it would be a farce to say that religious opinions were free-if you 
would only listen to accusations against the Catholic Church, aUlI 
not allow its members to raise their \Toices in its vindication. Now, 
gentlemen, the defendant, Dr. Newman, had become a member of 
the Roman Catholic Church. All who belonged to the Church of 
England had witnessed his desertion of it with regret: his ability, 
his learning, his piety, and integrity, no man, e,Ten in the envenomed 
conflicts of religious strife, has ever ventured to question. U mler 
the influence of strong feelings of conviction he had become a 
convert to the Catholic faith, and he now came forward to vindicate 
not only the religion he had adopted, but himself, for the course he 
had pursued. He found that one who, like himself, was a com"ert, 
but a convert from, not to the ancient faith, had attacked the 
church and the religion which he had embraced. He found, abo, 
that the mode which this individual adopted for the purpose of 
attacking the Catholic Church, was not merely to impugn its doc- 


j "Sed quære de hoc," as the old lawyers would say. It is morally certain 
that the majority of the jury did not believe in, or belong to any church at aU ; 
and even of the few who might be members of the Church of England, it is 
pretty certain that all were of that class which do not really believe in a church 
as a divinely appointed body, with a divine mission, and sacraments. And let 
the reader be reminded, that :\lr. Drummond, recently, in the House of Com- 
mons, declared that no one of this class would be a fair judge in any tribunal to 
consider the case even of an Anglican who believed in the sacramental system; 
which (he justly said) constitutes the essence of a church.-(Dehate on Mr. 
Bennett's Case.) 'Vhat a farce, then, was this trial of Dr. Newman by a 
common jury (for it really was so), chiefly composed of those to whom the very 
idea of a church was absurd, and to whom sacraments were superstitions. 



G-i 


REPORT OF TilE I'JU.\T.. 


trines and impe3,("h its creed, hut the course he pursued was to hrin
 
the whole of its clergy into odium and di:,;repute, and to hold them 
up to odium and execration, as meu whose whole lives and habitual 
},ractices were so aballllonf'd, that, to use his own expres::<ion, 
applied to Pope Gre
ory X \rI.,k they "cried to heaven for ven- 
geance," and demanded that the goml portion of mankind shoul<[ 
unite to sweep away these abominations! 1 Can any man wonller, 
when these attacks were made,-openly, repeatedly in lectures, in 
pamphlets, at public meetings, and in books,-that a champion of 
the church thus attacked should think fit to come forward in its 
defence? Gentlemcn, I do not appeal to your prejudices or pas- 
sions-they are not on my side--.but to your judgment, and I ai;k 
you with confi(lence, can anyone of you hesitate to say that those 
who uphold the cause of the Roman Catholic Church were justified ill 
making what defence they could against such charges as thesc, so 
long as that defence was consistent with truth and honesty? K ow, 
let us see what was the course to be pursued hy a party thus acting 
as a champion of the Roman Catholic Church? How were these 
accusations to be met? There was this difference between the 
accusations of Dr. 
\chilli against the Church and of Dr. .K cwmall 
against Dr. Achilli, that the latter (lealt chiefly in general charges; 
it was rarely tlIat facts alh-anced by Dr. Achilli wem specific-they 
were va.!!ue and unsatisfactory-charges that corruption aLoundel1 
in the church-that the lives of its clergy were crowded wIth 
iniquities of every description-but the charges, though vague', 
assunwd importance from the circumstance that the lllan who came' 
forward to accuse and denounce, was not only accuser Lut "itnes8 ; 
he could say" I am a li,'ing testimony of the things I speak to; 
I ha'"e been a monk and a })riest, and I know what monks awl 
prie:;:ts do; I know the interior of monasteries and convents, and 
I tell you of the lives they lead there, and the practices there 
},ursue(l; I can tell yuu of the wicked antI sinful things there per- 
formed, against the laws of God and man; and for these things I 
tell you that these institutions, and the church to which they belong, 
should be swept away from the face of the earth, as unworthy any 
longer to be allowe(l to exist on it:'m Smcly he would not adopt 
statements of this kind until their trutll was shown? Here is a 
witness who speaks, not to 
pecific facts, but as to general char:.-;-es, 
of what he alleges as within his own knowledge. '\"'"hat, then, is the 


k A pontiff of exemplary piety, and unimpeachable character, 
1 It was observed that the foreman and another of the jury nodded their 
heads assentingly to these shocking statements; both when origilll111y rpad 8nd now 
repeated, This is only a specimen of the outw<lrd signs by which thc jury 
denoted their fon'gonp conclu,..ion, and their predetermined re
olutioll to convict. 
Most of them, probably, had been prpjudie
d hy Aehilli's awful Look, a'1d had 
obviou-:ly imbibed the most intense horror 81111 h-ttred of th,> Catholic Church. 
Was this Ollp of the ohjects of Aehilli, in waitin
 till after the circulation of hii 
book, bpfore he pros('('uted anyone for thcsc ehargeEi ? 
ft1 Hf're, ilgain, one or two of tlJ(' jury nodlkd a,.."..>IIt. 
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first question which occurs? 'Vho is this witness who thus comes 
forward to denounce the church of which he was once a member, 
and is now an apostate? Is he a person worthy to be believed l 
Is his testimony such as may &'1fely be relied upon? Take the 
common every-day illustration to be found in the proceedings 
of courts of justice. A witness comes forward to depose to facts 
upon which, perhaps, it is impossible to meet him directly, because 
he alleges them to have taken place entirely within his own know- 
ledge. 'Vhat is the first question those who are called upon to act 
in defence of parties accused upon the testimony of such a witness 
think it necessary to put? Who, and what is the witness? whence 
comes he? what are his antecedents? what are his motiyes? That 
is the common and obvious course suggesteJ by good sense and ex- 
perience of mankiI1lI. The same question, surely, presents itself 
in the case of Dr. Achilli. He holds up the Catholic hierarchy and 
institutions to odium and execration, on the strength of his own 
intimate acquaintance with the proceedings of the clergy. The first 
(luestion surely is,-who are you that tell ns these astounding facts? 
He says, " I am one on whose high sense of morality and religion 
these abominable things have made so deep and painful an impres- 
f;ion, that I have resigned an, rather than continue a member of a 
Church in which they occurred. My motive for leaving it was, 
that my reason revolted against its doctrines, and still more, that 
my moral and religious sense revolted against the deeds by which 
I found myself surrounded." n Gentlemen, if these were the 
grounds on which he left the church ;-if it be true tlJat such were 
the abominations he witnessed, that though he bad already attained 
3. position of proud pre-eminence, and although at every step as he 
proceeded there appeared a prospect of bis rising higher and higher, 
until he attained the highest rank in the church (and tbis is what 
he represents ),-if it be true that he abandoned all tbis from a 
sense not merely of the erroneousness of the Catholic doctrines, but 
disgust and abhorrence of the abominations of the Catholic clergy, 
-I admit that his testimony is such as would be calculated to make 
a powerful impression on the minds of those who were wavering as 
to their faith, and still more upon the minds of those who believed 
that the pure and reformed Protestant worship was more acceptable 
in the eyes of God; and who, being members of that communion, 
would be naturally disposed to take an unfavourable view of the 
doctrines and the practices of the Catholic Church. Was it 
not, then, natural on the part of those whose duty it was to "in- 
dicate the faith in which they were born, or which they had 
embraced from conviction, against these aspersions,-to inquire who 
and wbat Dr. Achilli was; and to ascertain whether it were true 
that he had been induced to quit the Catholic Church, and become 


n Nothing could be more effective and powerful than this passage, and a 
liimilar passage in Sir Alexander'l! reply. 
F 
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a convert to the Protestant, from the moti,'cs amI for the reasons he 
represents-abhorrence of the practices of tho Catholic Church:' 
"\Vhat if it should turn out that, instead of having been voluntarily 
a deserter from the faith in which he was born, he had been ex})elled 
ignominiously from that church for his crimes, and that he ha(1 
adopted Protestantism simply because the exigency of the moment 
required that he should do so as a means of obtaining a subsist- 
ence-surely, if this should turn out, it would be a circumstance of 
the greatest possible weight in determining the question whether his 
evidence, in the matters about which he has spoken, is deserving of 
the slightest credit. Nobody can for an instant doubt that it wouM 
be a most important fact and ingredient in the consideration of the 
case. If you found that instead of having quitted the church, he 
had been expelled from it, that would necessarily be in itself a 
circumstance calculated to detract materially froUl the value of his 
testimony. It entirely destroys the inference which would Ileces- 
l!arily be produced from the fact, if it were a fact, that he hal.l 
quitted the church from disgust for its doctrines and the practicc
 
of its clergy. No one can doubt that it was a most important 
question to be solved. \Vhat if it turned out that Dr. AchiUi 
had heen expelled ignominiously from the Catholic Church? I ask 
you, if that wero proved,-I ask you, if anyone of you had found 
your church or your religious community attacked in the uncom- 
promising lUanneI' in which Dr. Achilli did not scruple to attack 
the Catholic Church, would it not be deemed right to publish such 
a fact to the world? N u man can answer that question in any way 
but one. If his expulsion from the church had been brought 
about, not merely by his apostacy from its doctrines, but had been 
the consequence of his own confession of crimes, bad enough in any 
one, hut detestable in one who had become a member of the sacred 
calling of the Christian ministry, would it not have been the duty 
of those WllO were sifting his evidence, and anxions,-because 
believing it utterly untrue,-to disprove and rf'fute it, to bring 
this fact before the world? Gentlemen, this is our case! Such is 
the position in which Dr. Newman was placed by the writer of the 
article in the Dublin Re-,;ieu', which appeared before Dr. Newman 
publislled these Lectures. When Dr. Achilli came to England, he 
everywhere and in every way publicly denounced the Chu
('h of 
Rome; representing llÏmsclf as one who came forward as a witness, 
in consequence of tho impression produced upon his mind by the 
horrors he had seen. This naturally led to inqniries as to who and 
what he was. And so early as June, 1850, was puhlished an article 
in the Dublin Re1Jie'llJ, giving the whole account of his life, with the 
charges referred to in this case, giving the most minute details in 
each instance,-challenging him to meet them; stating the proofs 
that would be adduced-in documents (judgments and records of 
conrts, or of tIle police) or in living witnesses. Gentlemen, fur 
fifteen months Dr. Achilli allows these charges to l'emain unanswered 
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and almost unnoticed-no, I am wrong there, for in 18.30 he pub- 
lished a book called "Dealings with the Inquisition," and in that 
book he adverts to charges brought against him in the Dublin 
RevielD, and contents himself with a general denial of them, but 
takes no steps against the proprietor or publisher of this review, or 
the author of the article. Yet the author was not beneath his 
notice, for it was no other than Cardinal 'Viseman. He himself 
:says Dr. 'Viseman is the author of the article, and he advel"ts to 
him in these terms :-" There is the renowned Cardinal 'Viseman, 
the archbishop of Westminster, according to the pope's creation, 
the same who has lmd the assurance to accuse me from his pulpit, 
and to publish an infamous article in the Du
li-n Review, in which 
lie has raked together, as on a dunghilJ, every species of filth from 
the sons of Ignatius T.Joyola; nor is there lie or calumny that he 
has not made use of against me:' N ow this book was written 
before Dr. Newman's lecture appeared; he knew, therefore, of this 
article in the DuUin ReÛew, but lIe takes no proceedings against 
it, although all these facts, now adverted to in far more general 
terms, were by Dr. "'"iseman specifically set forth-facts which 
my friend admits it was incumbent on Dr. Achilli, tbe moment 
they were mentioned, immediately to bring before a court of jus- 
tice. ".. elI, gentlemen, Dr. :Kewman, finding Dr. Achilli continuing 
to propagate those charges against the Roman Catholic Church, 
not merely making those statements in discourses from the pulpit 
or at public meetings, but puhlishing them in a book which pro- 
fessed to relate" Dealings with the Inquisition," taking the oppor- 
tunity of going over the whole of the institutions of the Roman 
Catholic Church, and denouncing them in terms such as I ha,.o 
before referred to-Dr. Newman at length comes forward, and cer- 
tainly does reiterate the charges that had appeared fifteen months 
before in the Dublin RevielD, referring to the very book in ques- 
tion. "r ell, I am quite ready to admit that Dr. Newman is legally 
responsible for every word to be found in his pamphlet, although pub- 
lished elsewhere before that pamphlet appeared. Up to the present 
moment, I have been endeavouring to make clt'ar to you the position 
"in which he was placed, and the motives which have induced him to 
come forward. But then the question is, whether he can justify these 
charges. It was not to stop the mouth 01' stifle the voice of a 
man who came forward to denounce the Catholic faith, but it is 
for a very different purpose,-to test the credibility of the wit- 
ne8ses, by a reference to his character and antecedents. Noone 
can hesitate to admit that this is a perfectJy legitimate course for 
anyone to pursue who was interested in the truth or falsehood 
of the charges to which the accuser referred,-to endeavour to ascer- 
tain how far he was WOl'thy of belief. Inquiries have been made 
respectin
 him, as inquiries had been made before the article 
in the Dublin Rerieu' appeared; and the l'e3ult is, that as Dr. 
Xewman felt him
elf ju:,;tifif'tl in :.tdopting- these charges, which kul 
I" 2 
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retnained unanswered or unrefuted in the first instance, so now, 
having published them, and being called upon to answer for it, after 
further inve::;tigation he feels himself justified in }JUtting upon the 
record a })lea, alleging openly in the court that these charges are 
well founded, and that there is truth in all of them; and he is 
prepared to vindicate thus the course of conduct he has pursued. 
And here, gentlemen, I must say the Attorney General has adopted 
a course which has filled me with astonishment. II is client, Dr. Achilli, 
has come forward to vindicate his character from the aspersions thus 
cast upon him. lIe knows-he has long knowu-every one of the 
accusatious which have been brought against him: he has, by means 
of the special plea, put npon the record about five months ago, dis- 
tinct enumeration of each specific case, with alJ the details of time 
and I,lace necessary to enable him to meet the different charges. Ho 
is the accuser: he has put Dr. Newman upon his defence; he is 
here; he is within the precincts of the court; the Attorney General 
could have put him into the box; I should have supposed him all 
anxiety to be there! I should have imagined that the first o
jcct 
of his h('art would be at once to rush into the witness-box, and to 
go through the charges brought against him, and deny them 
upon his oath, and show them there was no foundation for them- 
for the falsehood and the calumnious character of which he here calls 
Dr. Newman to account. But, no! That course is not convenient. 
It is better to see what can be made ont on the side of the defendant; 
if witnesses can be broken down; if documents can be excluded; 
it may be that a verdict may be obtained without calling Dr. Achilli 
before you. 
The .Attorney General.--I pledged myself to produce him. 
Sir A. CocklJurn.- Y es! but at what time? 
Lord CA
IPßELL.-The Attorney General has pledged himself to 
call Dr. Achilli, and I hope I may say, without being charged with 
showing any partiality, that the natural course seems to be, first 
to bring forward the proof of the accusation, and then to go into 
the defence. o 
Sir A. CoclClJurn.-Gel1t1emen, I will only 
ay, then, tbat if 
this be so, I entil.ely concur in the course I understand was pursued 
by my learned friend when I was not in court-of demanding that 
the prosecutor should not be present while our witnesses were being 


. 
o The observations of Sir A. Cockburn were evid
ntly making an impression 
upon thejury, when Lord Campbell interfered, and destroyed it by his observation ; 
as to which, the writer appeals to the profession, whether the practice be not, in 
a case of criminal information, for the purpose of clearing the character of the 
prosecutor, at once to call him into the box, and submit him to examination. 
The case of the duke of Cumberland is an instance which will occur at once to 
J"!1any-the more in point, 8S resembling the present in respect to the lapse of 
time, and the gravity of the charges. By declining to call Achilli before he had 
an oJlportunity of studying what the witnesses stated against him, his counsel 
f'vaded the only test which could be applied to his statements, sworn in his own 
dett:nce.-See note, an/f, p. 58. 
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examined. I pass on at once, then, to the accusation, and to tho 
case which will be submitted to you, only observing that I own I 
should like to have had an opportunity of examining Dr. Achilli 
himself, before he knew tbe exact amount of evidence which coulll 
be adduced against him. It appears-and I am 
peaking now only 
from the information Dr. Achilli Ims himself furnished us with-it 
appears that Dr. Achilli, who is, I understand, somewhere ahout 
fifty years of age, was brought up at Yiterbo, where he received his 
education, and in 1819 he entered as a novice into the Dominican 
convent; there he passed one year of his noviciate, became a monk 
in the ensuing year, and afterwards a priest of the noman Catholic 
Church. In both, I believe, but, at all e'"ents, in one of theso 
capacities, he took a vow of perpetual chastity. Gentlemen, no one 
can doubt, however loose may be the practices of society on subjects 
such as that I have referred to, in the case of a person in the holy 
office and calling of a minister of the Gospel, continence is a duty 
which cannot without gra,"e and serious offence be violated. But 
when to tlmt consideration is superadded solemn awl holy vows, 
taken voluntarily upon this subject, oue can understand that accusa- 
tions of this kind assume a very grievous character. It is admittc(l 
that charges imputing to a monk or a priest incontinence, are of a 
most serious character; and I will only accompany that with this 
observation, that if this be so, surely they must be matters of 
gra,-e and serious moment if they turn out to be true in the case of 
t 
man who is denouncing those very crimes against the clergy of the 
Roman Catholic Church, as one of the reasons for his leaving that 
Church, and becoming a convert to Protestantism. P Gentlemen, 
Dr. Achilli became a priest in the year 182.3, and in 1826 he was 
appointed professor of philosophy at the seminary or coIlege at 
Yiterbo, and remained at Viterbo, with occasional absence, till the 
year 1833. The libel charges that during that time he was guilty 
of various acts of incontinence at Viterbo. It says, first, " I am 
that Achilli who, in the diocese of Viterbo, in FebrURl"y, 1831, 
robbed of her honour a young woman of eighteen:' Is that true, or 
false? It might be said that, if at an early period of life, when 
his blood was hot, he committed an offence of that kind, but had 
atoned for it by a life of purity and holiness, it would be cruelty to 
fling the charge in the face of a man who now came forward to 
repro'"e those crimes. I concur in that view; but this is only the 
commencement of the history, which will be brought down year by 
year to the present time. This is the first case specially referred to 
in the catalogue of enormities charged against him :-In February, 
1831, he robbed of her honour a young woman of eighteen. I will 
produce that young woman before you, and you shall hear her tale. 
lIeI' name was Elena Valente. She has now for some time been 


P By the instinct of an experienced advocate, Sir Alexander anticipated the 
objection the jury would take to his examining Achilli on charges of this kind, and 
endeavoured to deal with it. 
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manied. You shall hear how he pursued her, and how at length 
bile became his victim, became disgraced, and remained kiU for some 
year
, until at last, her character being to a certain extent retrieved, 
;:;he was, as I have said, married; and has since lived in a re8pectable 
I,osition. That is one case. Then, there is the case of n.OS
t de 
Allessandris, in the year 1833, and also that of another person, in 
the year 1834. As to these cases especially, gentlemen, I must 
Bay I shou1d like to have had the opportunity of asking Dr. Achilli 
some questions before he knew the amount of evidence I couhl 
}Iroduce; for a party who has the opportunity of swearing in his own 
(lefence, and of doing so after he knows the worst that can be 
I,roved against him, of course is in a very favourable position> 
Rosa de Allessandris is married, and will not come forward; but I 
have the written confession of Dr. Achilli, and the same as to the 
other; he has been actually tried for these thing:;; he has confessed 
them, and has been punished for them! Gentlemen, with respect 
to his deprivation, there is, I believe, a mistake in the date; but I 
shall prove that for the offence of incontinence he was deprived of 
his faculties. He remained at Viterbo until 1833: proceeding:i 
were instituted against him in the court of the bishop;q and on his 
leaving Viterbo and go.ing to Rome (where he had strong friends), 
the afl'air was hushed up, and he became professor in the colle
e 
of the l\linerva. He remained at Rome a year, and then proceede(l 
to Capua; and, as he states, at the invitation of Cardinal Serra, he 
l1reached the Lont sermons there that year. Gentlemen, there is 
no doubt that ho from his youth has shown eminent ability; and 
heing a man of great knowledge and eloquence, his preaching was 
sought after; but this is quite consistent with his l)l'ivatc life being 
(iuite irreconcilable with the s
tcred character he held. It seems, 
that having left Capua, and having stayed a year at Rome, he 
}Iassed his time for two or three years between Capua and NaI)les. 
At this time there occurred two of the cases which form the subject. 
of the present libel; and he admits by his own confession two 
('3.8eS at Capua ! Then, we come to the ease of seduction at Naples, 
in ] H40. I have the woman here,-Maria Principe, now married to 
Balisano. I shall prove that this woman, being then a girl of fifteen, 
he debauched, at the convent; that she became pregnant; and that 
complaint was nmde by her father and mother at the time. The 
father is dead; but I have her here. She is now married; and is, 1 
believe, a respectable person; her R10ther comes with her, and you 
l:!haJl hear their evidence. Uemember that her statements are not 
produced here for the present occasion; they had been made long- 
ago, and brought to the attention of Achilli by the complaints of 
the parties; there were proceedings before the commissioner of 
police; it is a matter l'cconled and known as having happem:d many 
'I \Vhich, it will be found, could not be proved, becau
e the record had been 
burnt; and Lord Campbell refused to receive a copy made by an official 116rson, 
and authenticated by a municipal !ieal. 
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years ago. 'VeIl, gentlemen, it seems that soon after, Achilli left 

 aples; and it seems that, in 1839, he separated from the Dominican 
order to which, up to this time, he had been atta.ched, whether he 
separated himself so entirely as he represents is a question; for we 
.find that after this he is still spoken of as of the order. r Howeyer, 
he became, he says, secularized, and took upon him to quit the order. 
free, as he states, from the obligations which continuance in it imposes. 
He went on preaching at Capua, &c., but such was the scandal 
produced by these various acts-which did not merely imply incon- 
tinence, but the greatly aggravated offence of seduction, if not of 
violation-the scandal caused was such that it was necessary to 
bring the matter before his ecclesiastical superiors, by whom he was 
sentenced to suspension from the functions of the priesthood, and 
seclusion in one of the more rigid houses of the order. This did not 
suit Dr. Achilli (laughter), and accordingly he began to meditate 
secession from the Church. The fame of his proceedings had ùecome 
so notorious, however, that it reached the Court of Rome; he was 
demanded frum the Neapolitan Government; he was taken to 
Rome and brought before the Inquisition; he was then charged 

pecifically with the crimes I have mentioned, and the acts of 
incontinence tending to bring disrepute upon their order. I have 
here an authentic copy of the record of the judgment., which I shall 
put in evidence. It contains the confession of Achilli himself of 
these very specific acts. He was sentenced by the Court of Inqui- 
f;ition to perpetual deprivation of all ecclesiastical functions; 111'0- 
hibited from preaching, from confessing, and from administering the 
sacraments; and condemned for penance to three years' seclusi(1ll in 
one of the more rigid houses of the order. He retired to the con- 
yent of 
izarro, where three years were to be passed in doing 
penance. But this did not suit him. (Laughter.) In his book he 
"aid he went to Kiz
trro to arrange his private affairs. He does not 
say a single wort! about these proceedings before the Inquisition. 
I should Ita ve liked to have asked him a few questions before I laid 
my proofs before you on this part of the case. However, he did not 
st..1,y at Nizarro, but went off in haste to Ancona, and meeting with 
a gentleman, he got his name inserted in his passport, and went with 
him to Corfu, which is in the dominions of this country. He now 
openly secedes from the Roman Catholic religion, and professes to 
Imve adopted the pure truth of Protestantism. At Corfu he opened 
what he called an Italian church, but there he soon got into a serious 
scrape, "and made the wife of a tailor faithless to her husband:' 
The tailor (namell Garramoni) had separated from his wife, and had 
ùeen adjudged tu aHow her 2s. a week as alimony. But he dis- 


r In the judgment of the Inquisition (in I8H, after the secularization) it is 
ordered that be retire to one of the houses of his order; and upon the hint thUl5 
afforded, the Attorney General founded one of his arguments for his atrocious 
('harge of fabificdtion-'I. flagrant quibble, however; for it might still very 
naturRlly be spoken of as his order, i.e., the order to which he had been ,"owed. 
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trusted the fidelity of his wife, and watched her house at night with 
the view of clearing up his suspicions, and one night, at half-vast 
eleven o'clock, he saw a person come there, not in the dress of a 
priest, but in an ordinary dress. He seized hold of the })al'ty, ami 
holding up a light, he found that it was Dr. .Åchilli. The tailur 
then instituted a 8uit, which ended in a compromise, and it was 
agreed that the husband should pay no more money, and let his wife 
off on that condition. We had this man here for many weeks, but 
unfortunately he was obliged to leave England: we Lave a man 
who was present and saw the whole of the transaction,-a 
man who saw the seizure made of the person who lmd gone 
into the house,-and I will prove that Dr. Achilli was tlmt 
person. I have also the transcript of the proceedings, which will 
establish the assertion made in the libel, that "your name calUe 
before the civil court of Corfu for your crime of adultery." After 
this scandal he left Corfu and went to Zante, and it was now that he 
"made acquaintance" with the wife of a chorus singer named Cori- 
boni. The wife of this lUan was a woman of notoriously bad 
character, combining, as it is stated, prostitution as a means of 
getting money with the profession which her husband carried on. 
Dr. Achilli took these people into his suite (laughter), and travelled 
with them to Zante, where }JC was desirous of establishing this 
reformed Italian church, under that mission which he boasts in his 
book of having received from Heaven. lIe there applie(l to no 
gentleman named Reynolds, who held an office of respectability and 
trust in the customs. 1\11'. Reynolds was disposed to further the 
object, became a subscriber, and obtained the subscriptions of others, 
and interested the vice-governor of the island, Colonel Ford, and 
thus having obtained considerable subscriptions, the church was 
opened. Mr. Reynolds happened to know something of this Madame 
Coriboni, whose character was open and notorious, and he was not a. 
little astonished, when he went to the church, to find the wifo 
officiating as pew-opener, and the husband as cJerk. (Great laughter.) 
He thereupon remonstrated with Dr. Achilli (I have 1\11'. Reynolds 
here, and will put him in the Lox) ; upon which Dr. Achilli assure.l 
him that the woman was a second Magdalen (laughter), had forsaken 
her evil practices, and intended to lead a pure and virtnous life. 
1\1r. Reynolds hardly knew what to make of this; but after a little, 
circumsta,nces came to his knowledge which led him to think that 
the :Magdalen was anything but a penitent! (Laughter.) It so 
lmppened that his house was opposite Dr. Achilli's, and commanded 
a view of a room used as a laundry, in which the woman worked; 
and he thus had an opportunity of seeing Dr. Achilli toying with 
this 1\Iag<JaJpn in :J. way Dot at a1l satisfactory to one who had 
<le
ired to receive from him the teaching of a minister of religion. 
(Great laughter.) This hapJ)cned more than once, and there was 
always that degree of familiarity between the parties which naturally 
led to unfavourabJe conclusions. From what was seen going on 
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between Dr. Achilli and this woman it became necessary to close 
the blinds of this and the adjoining houses, tbe ladies in which were 
much scandalized. Dr. Achilli was also seen walking arm-in-arm 
with this lady, to the infinite scandal of the new Protestant congre- 
gation; and no doubt was left that a criminal intercourse subsisted 
between them. .Mr. Reynolds and 1\11'. Ford remonstrated, but as 
Dr. Acbilli persisted in keeping her in his house, they would have 
nu more to do with him, and the congregation was broken up. Dr. 
Achilli then went to :\Ialta, and put himself in communication with 
some gentlemen there connected with a plan to establish an Italian 
Protestant coJIege at l\Ialta. A body of gentlemen, at the head of 
whom was the earl of Shaftesbury (a nobleman who is at the head 
of every benevolent undertaking calculated to promote the moral, 
social, and religious welfare of mankind), were endeavouring to 
introduce the Protestant religion among the Italians in 1\1alta, and 
with that view to establish a coHege there for general instruction, 
and it was arranged that Dr. Achilli shouJcl be the theological pro- 
fessor at the college, with a handsome salary; it being believed that 
he had been actuated in his secession by the purest motives. He 
goes to 1\1alta, where he is associated with others, two of whom 
were two persons who had been priests (named Saccares and Leo- 
nini), and who hall been somewhat too hastily adopted at this 
college. A person named Kaossi, who had been an Armenian priest, 
and fled from the Roman Catholic authorities, was also a member of 
the college, and he had not been long there before he made charges 
against his feHow labourers, charges of gross immorality, involving 
Dr. AchilJi as well as Saccares and Leonini, though he was only 
so f..'1r connected with them that he was said to bave connived at 
their conduct. These charges were referred to the superiors of the 
college, the Re'
. :\Ir. Hadfield and the Rev. A. Watt, and by them 
were transmitted to the committee in London, who desired an investi- 
gation to be instituted: as Saccares and Leonini, as weH as Dr. 
AchiJli, denied the charges, Kaossi was called upon to prove his 
charges, or be considered as a calumniator. His principal proof 
consisted of a confession, alleged to have been made by Saccares, 
but which Saccares and Leonini denied altogether. The consequence 
was that Kaossi was looked upon as an inventor, and was about to 
be dismissed, when numerous persons came forward and gave a 
different account of the affair, which led the l\1essrs. Hadfield and 
'Vatt to appoint a day to resume t.he inquiry. An this was known 
to Dr. Achilli. It was known to him that these charges were of the 
most serious character, charges which related to the introducing of 
baJ women into this Protestant college. It was known to him that 
the board were most anxious for another investigation; but, to the 
astonishment of all, Dr. AchiHi took upon himself, without communi- 
cating with the authorities at l\Ialta or London, to send Saccares 
into Sicily to distribute Bibles there, which of course anybody ell"e 
could have done, and this was looked upon as a mere preted to get 
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rid of him, as it necessarily put an end to his connection with the 
college. The board in I
ondoll were indignant at the proceedings 
on the part of Achilli, and it ended in his dismissal from his office. 
The committee, consisting of gentlemen of the highest respectability, 
the earl of 'Vahlegrave, the ney. R. Burgess, and others, dismissed 
him after investigating the matter. Being dismissed, in 1850, he 
came to England, when he began that course of lecturing and 
writing, and holding up to hatre(l and disgust the doctrines 
and practices of the Roman Catholic Church, which he has since 
pursued. I shouJd now tell you that in the year 1849, being at 
Rome, during the time of the Revolution, a time when anarchy 
prevailed, he there married a lady named HcJey, according to the 
rites of his new Italian church. Whether or not that was consistent 
with his vows of perpetual chastity is a question into which I will 
not enter. But, however, having now become, according to his own 
view, a husband-whatever might have been his past conduct, ono 
would have supposed that from the moment when he entered into 
the holy estate of matrimony, at least, we should have heard no more 
of the incontinent doings of Dr. Achilli. But he had no sooner 
entered London than he recommenced his usual practices. At the 
first house in which he lived in London there was a maid sen.ant 
named Harriet Harris, and he made use of every effort to ::;educe 
that youn
 woman. He failed, and she complained to her friends. 
l\Irs. Achilli shortly after arrived in London, and he desisted from 
his attempts. Though not successful with the girl Harris, he was 
lSuccesî'ìful with another, named Jane Legg. lIe took a house at 
:N o. 11, Shafteslmry-terrace, Pimlico. Jane Legg was his servant 
there, and yielded to his solicitations; she became with child; 
I believe, however, not only Dr. A chilli, but a friend of his 
ah;o, who was there, had connection with her. She went away, 
and had u, child, who died of the smaH-pox; and, in COllver- 
kiation with her sister, it appears that though Dr. AchilJi 
never did anything for her, he never elenied that he had had 
to do with her. He hael another servant, 
amh '" ood, whol:!c 
J.eluctance and re:sistance he overcame; and another, named Cathe- 
rine Gorman, with whom he did not succeed. Gentlemen, we h:tve 
theæ witnesses here, aocl ::;haH call them before yon. If these 
witnesses are to be believed in; if, when a married man, after 
having remo\.ed from those clemoralizing examples which he, 1>1'. 
AchiJIi, alleges himself to have witnesseel when in the convents of 
the 1>0minican or(ler; if, after having left that I)olJuted atmo
ph('re 
for the purer atmosphere of the Protestant Church, aOll having- 
allied him:,;elf in what he helieved to bc a matrimonial alliance wit.h 
a young luely who clevotecl her
elf to him; if you find a1't(>r all this, 
lie ::;till continueel his di:-lSullltc and licentious concluct, 
tIld he ('11- 
clea,\'um.ecl tu make cvery woman tho victim of his in:-::ttiahk JII:-t, 
that wiH tem}. I think, tu throw fo'nme light upun the oth('r dJ:trg-e
, 
dlHI will, I think. lead you to hdie\ e that the
e f'hal'gf's are well 
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fuunded. And if these things be so, I ask whether those whose 
Church is denounced by such a nutn, on the grounds of the alleged 
licentiousness of its clergy, are not justified in holding him up- 
}1Ïm, the accuser and witness-in the true colours in which he 
de1;Crves to be pourtraycd, in order that the people of this realm, 
who are to judge of the truth of his representations, and whom it is 
t:!ought to influence in their religious views by the statements he 
makes-I ask whether it is not right that his real character should be 
pourtrayed, that they may judge of the credit to be attached to the 
evidence of sneh a witness ?-that they may judge whether the 
Catholic Church is that foul nest of pollution and crime, or whether 
these things are not fabricated and invented by him in order to con- 
ceal the real reasons and the fact of how he ceased to be a member 
uf that Church; whether it were as he represents, that it was 
from his horror at Buch abominations, he was induced to hold 
the clergy of tbat Church up to execration; and whether it was 
that, having been guilty of these excc
ses himself, and having been 
brought to jU8tice and eXJmsed to penance and contrition, he takes 
care not to bring forward this in his narrative, because he knew 
that no credit woulcl be attached to statements coming from so foul 
a source? 'Vhatever may be the zeal of the Protestant Church 
(and I rejoice to see it burn brightly when occasion requires), I trust 
it will never lead us to be guilty of denying to others the free, full, 
and unfettered exercise of their religion, or the free expres
ion of 
thcir opinions, 01' to prevent them from confuting malignant and 
wicked accusations. Gentlemen, it was under such views alone 
that Dr. Newman came forward. Dr. .Achilli is to Dr. Newman 
utterly unknown. But when he came forward as the public accuser 
and denouncer of t1Ie Church of which Dr. Newman is now an 
ornament, he feels that he was justified in ascertaining who and 
what Dr. Achilli was, and, if he has been guilty of these outrages 
upon religion and morality, showing him in his true colours. Gen- 
tlemen, I say that the cause of truth demands that in these matters 
of religious opinion and controversy-matters in which all m:wkind 
are deeply interested-truth should be on both sides adhered to, and 
that testimony, to which great effect will necessarily be attached, 
should be sifted, and when it rests on the character of the witness, 
th
Lt character should be ascertained and judged of by those who 
are interested. On the othcr hand, I admit that when, with a view 
to silence an adverse witness, falsehoods and crimes are charged 
which are known to he untrue, that is conduct on which reproba- 
tion cannot be too severcIy visited. It is for you, gentlemen, to 
judge in which of these two positions Dr. Newman stands. You 
will certainly be satisfied that at least he has not invented these 

torieg. It will be proved sati
factorily that he has not in- 
tended to be a calumniator and slanderer. These are matters 
which have been brought against Dr. Achilli long- ago-matters 

tandinõ recorded against him i-he cannot be unrrerared to meet 
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them. I believe, from my instructions, that I shall bo enablc(l 
to prove this case, not indeed in every minute particular, but at all 
events as to the substantial charges, I shall be enabled completely 
to make them out; aud then it will be for Dr. Achilli, or for his 
counsel, to see what answer can be given to them. I own I shoul,l 
like to have known the answer Dr. Achilli would have given before 
he knew the extent of the proof I could adduce. I think, however, 
my learned friend (Serjeant 'Vilkins) was right, in my absence, in 
desiring that the witnesses should be ordered out of court, that Dr. 
Achilli should not at all events know the precise extent of the proof 
we have to bring against him.1! De that as it may, he will have an 
opportunity of going step by step through every portion of the 
charges. Yon will bear what he has to say in his defence. If Dr. 
Newman has charged him unjustly,-if the accusations are un- 
founded,-Dr. Newman will be the last man to flinch from the con- 
sequences which must fall upon him; but he will be protected by 
the conviction and consciousness that he has not been influenced by 
any personal feeling or vindictive motive against Dr. AchiHi; tbat 
he has simply attacked bim in order to repel the foul accusation 
which Dr. Achilli has thought proper to bring forward on his own 
testimony against the Church, of which Dr. Newman is now a 
member. Gentlemen, when Dr. Achilli shall have heen called, I 
shall again have an. opportunity of addressing a few observations to 
you. In the mcan time, I will only ask you to do this-forget for 
the moment that you entertain religious opinions on one side or the 
other; look at this case as if no religious considerations were con- 
nected with it, and, forgive me for saying. be upon your guard lest 
aught of prejudice that may pervade your minds should mingle 
with your judgments. Bring to the case a calm, di!;passionate 
consideration of the C\"idencc laid before you. If you are of 
opinion that Dr. Achilli is not guilty of these matters charged 
against him, then Dr. Newman mu::;t submit to your verdict; but 
if you believe the witnesses-if you are satisfied hy the documents 
I shall place before you-then, although it may be painful to YOllr 
feelings to come to the conclusion that Dr. Achilli is an impostor, 
and that, though the accusations brought against the Roman Ca- 
tholic Church, however congenial to Protestant feelings, are un- 
founded and calumnious, you will not hesitate to do justice, and in 
that case we look with confidence to your nrdict. t 
Elena .J ustini u was then called in, and lmving been sworn, was 
examined by )[r. Bramwell, through an Italian interpreter.- 


· From the daily reports, however, he knew all the evidence against him 
before he was called; and from his own short-hand writers. 
t Sir Alexander Cockburn's address oC{:upied nearly two hours; he sat do",n 
about twelve o'clock. 
U This witness had a most modest and ingenuous countenance, and gave her 
evidence in a very artless and apparently truthful manner, which made a great 
impression. As Sir F. Thesiger conceived he was justified in imputing that she 
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My age is lorty years. I am married to Vincenzio Justini. I 
was married two years ago. My maiden name was Valente. I 
am now living at Viterbo, where I have lived from my birth. 
I know the Dominican convent there. I knew Dr. Achilli at 
Viterbo. lIe was a monk of that convent. I have been in that 
convent when he called me. I was then about seventeen or 
eighteen years of age. Dr. Achilli deflowered me. I t was in the 
sacristy. I was in service at that time with Signora Gentili, with 
whom Dr. Achilli was acquainted. He had been a visitant to her 
house in the country for a month. lIe had offered familiarities to 
me before. I had walked out with him alone. He had asked mo 
to walk with him. He had already commenced to insult me when 
he was at the country house. I was intimato with him again some 
little time after the first occasion at the convent. He sent for me by a 
messenger. It was customary to give servants a present after visit- 
ing in a house; and he sent to say he wished to give me one. I 
went to him. I asked him whether there was any sin in it, and he 
replied that there was not. I told him that there was hell in it. 
He said, "Not at all, otherwise hell would be quite full." 
Cross-examined by Sir F. Tltesiger.-I arrived in London last 
Thursday. I shall haye been away from Viterbo six months on 
the 23rd of this month. I have since been living at Paris, Dover, 
and some other places (the name of which I do not know) between 
Dover and London. I came from Viterbo with Madame Rosina 
Gilbert; my husband also accompanied me. I was in Paris three 
months. I came to Dover, as far as I recollect, in May. There 
were other witnesses in this cause at Paris-Giovanni Principe and 
her mother. They lived in the same house with me and my hus- 
band. They accompanied us to Dover, and lived there with us. 
'Ve received instructions to leave Viterbo from a lawyer. Did you 
see your priest before you came away?- Yes; the curate. Did 
he send you here ?-He told me I ought to come here. "Thile I was 
at Paris, I told Principe and her mother of what had happened to me, 
and they told me what had happened to them. I did not know 
them before I met them in Paris. I have seen some of the other 
witnesses in this case in London, but not at Doyel' or Paris. I 
have seen an English gentleman named Heynolds, who lives at 
Corfu. Have you spoken to any Roman Catholic priest since you 
came to London ?-N 0; I have not lived in London with any of 
the witnesses but the two Principes. I had known Achilli a month 
before the occurrence at the convent. I had been in the service of 
Signora Gentili about a month before that took place. The 
convent is about two miles from her home. Dr. Achilli came to 


gave false evidence, and Lord Campbell intimated that it was suspicious, and was 
not confirmed, the reader is requested to mark it carefully, in order to compare it 
with Achilli's, which was pressed by Sir A. Cockburn, as completely confirming 
it; and to which confirmation Lord Campbell never referred the jury at all ! 
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stay with her at her country house for a month. I was the only 
servant in the house. The other members of the family were twn 
men. It was, perhaps, five or six days after Achilli came that I 
first took a walk with him in the country. He solicited me on thi
 
occasion. He said that he would take me to show me a place whero 
the two gentlemen of the Signora Gentili's family were in the habit 
of shooting. Instead, howe,.er, of taking me to see the chase, he 
took me to a hut, where I was with him alone. lIe there solicited 
me, hut I denied him. I returned home in bis company. Did you 
tell Signora Gentili wbat had occurred ?-N o. Did you tell it to 
your confessor?- Y es; five or six days afterwards, when my mis- 
tress allowed me to go to confession. v I never again walked out 
with Acbilli. He solicited me once more during his stay in the 
house of Signora Gentili. I did not tell Signora Geutili what ha(1 
occurred, but in the morning I showed that I was disturbed, and said 
that I would leave the place. I did not, however, leaye the house 
until Achilli had left. I was only engaged for a month. I left the 
signora's on the last day of October, and the affair at the convent 
happened some time in "X onmber. Achilli had sent for me to the 
convent, saying that he wanted to give me the usual I)resent tn 
!!Iervants. 'V hen I got there he was waiting for me in the sacristy. 
The sacristy opens from the church. I went into the sacri:;ty be- 
cause I saw him there, amI beckoning to me. lie gave me nothing 
but a silk handkerchief, which was ohler than he was. (Laughter). 
Next day, I went tù the same confessor to whom I had told what 
had happened before, when I was living with the Signora Gentili. 
I began to cry, and he then said, " I knew you were in the hand" 
of a rapacious wolf in sheep's clothing." Did you tell your mother 
what had taken place ?-X 0; because the confpssor forbade my 
mentioning it, as Achilli was an ecclesiastic. w Achilli afterward:; 
sent to me to come to him at the house of a family who were 
related to him at Yiterbo. I felt I was disbonoured, and there- 
fore I went. X Aftér the first occasion I changed my confessor, 
Y It is evident there were some restrictions upon her in this re!'pect; and, per- 
haps, this was the cause of her fall. At all events, it confirms the CatholiC' 
theory, that frequenting the sacrament of penance gives 6trength to resist sin; 
the very disdosure of temptations often destroying them. 
w These and similar questions showed the drift of the cross-examination wa! 
not so much to break down the evidence (which so acute an advocate soon saw 
bopeless), as to produce the impression on the minds of the jury and the public, 
that the fact must have been revealed by the confessor, with a violation of tilt' 
secret sanctity of the sacrament. The ingenuous disclosure by the witness, 
however, of the fact that Achilli had told it to a friend of his, quite frustrated 
this pious purpose. Moreover, the messages which went backwards and forwards 
might naturally have revealed it; with other circumstances in the course of an 
intimacy of that kind, Now, Lord Campbell put Sir F. Thesiger's point to the 
jury, but never adverted to thf'se obvious answers. 
:It Whf'n the witness gave her evidence this was remarked by everyone as a 
touch of nature, most materially confirming it; but Lord Campbell actually put 
it to thf' jury as a circumstance of suspicion! As if a "oman aftf'r hf'r fall werf' 
to be judgf'd of hy the samf' rf'aRoning as before! 
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and did not go so often to confession as previously. I told the 
second occurrence to my new confessor. Did you tell him the name 
of Achilli ?-No; becauso it is the custom not to mention the name 
of the sinner, but merely the sin. Did you mention the name of 
Achilli to the first confessor?- Yes; because, as lle lived near the 
villa, I thought he might otherwise suspect some of the family. Be- 
sides the handkerchief, he gave me a beautiful present-three 
sausages. (Laughter). They were both given me on the first occasion. 
He promiseJ, but never gave me anything afterwards. During' 
all this time you never told your mother what had happened ?- 
No. Did you ever tell it to anyone but to your confessors ?- 
No. Once, to my great surprise, a person asked me, "Is it trll6 
that Father A chilli has been intimate with you?" I replied, " 'Vho 
told you that?" and he answered, " Achilli himself." He said it 
to me ùecause, as far as I understood it, he wished to arrive at the 
same end. This was some few mouths afterwards. The whol
 
connection with Achilli extended over some months, but probahl.v 
not a year. Achilli remained at Yiterbo but a short time after this 
intercourse had taken place. I do not think he remained a year. 
And you never told these occurrences to anyone but your con- 
fessor; not e'T
n to your mother?-No; I told her about six 
months ago that I was coming here upon a trial, but did not even 
then tell her that AchiIli had Leen intimate with me. 'V ould you 
have me publish my own sin? The curate caused me to come to him, 
and asked me whether I had known anytl1Ïng of Achilli. I saiJ, 
"'Vhy do you ask?" He said, that it would be for the glory of GOtI 
and the honour of the Church.Y 'Vas that the confessor you had con- 
fessed to ?-N 0; he is dead. He heard what I had to say. He sent me 
to Rome. I saw the grand vicar, and an English lawyer, and a 
Phillippine father. They said I must come here. I said all I have 
been saying here. z I have lmd my expenses on coming over here to 
this trial paid by the lady who brought me here, but I have not 
received even half a biocchi in money. That lady now lives with 
us. She is a Roman Catholic. 
Re-examined by 1\Ir. Bramwell.-After what happened with 
Achilli, I went to a convent for three years. I was not a nun, but 
went to try if I had a vocation to be one; if the Lord called me to 
it. l\Iy confessor advised me to go. He said I was in danger of 
becoming a disreputable character. I found I had not a vocation to 
be a nun. I afterwards married. I neyer had mentioned to me 


J That she should tell the truth, of course; but not only, however, did Sir F. 
Thesiger, when he put the question, but Lord Campbell, in reading over the 
evidence, repeat the answer in a tone-the one of sneering sarcasm, the other, 
of grave suspicion-calculated to create the impression that the priest was 
suborning false evidence. 18 this an illustration of a fair trial? 
a Sir F. Thesiger's cross-examination lasted nearly two hours. It is impos- 
sible to imagine a more trying test for a witness-a female, and a foreigner-as 
to events occurring twenty-three years ago; but the universal imprf'ssion was, 
that her evidence was strengthened, instead of being weakened, by the ordeal. 
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the affair with Achilli, except by the man, who said Achilli had 
told him of it. a 
The Rev. Joseph Giotti (generally known as Father Vincent), was 
then examined bv Mr. Adäison. He said: I am a native of Viterbo 
and am thirty-two years of age. I received part of my education at 
the L.rceum College, at Viterbo. Achilli was then professor of philo- 
sophy there, and was in priest's orders and a Dominican monk. \Vhat 
was his character? The Solicitor General objected to the question. 
Mr .Addison.- This is upon the charge that he had earneù the reputation 
of a scandalous friar. Lord CAJlIPBELL.- What was his moral cha- 
racter? Very bad. His reputation was bad? Yes. By 
Ir. Addison. 
-Were these charges pending against him in the Bishop's Court? The 
Attm'17e!/ Genemlobjected to the form of the question. b Mr. Addison. 
-Is there a court there called the Bishop's Court? Yes. Who pre- 
sides in it? The grand vicar. Do you know of proceedings against 
him in that court ? Yes. Have you acted as secretary ? Yes. At 
the time of the proceedings? No.c I was at Viterbo when Achilli 
left that place: he left suddenly. Did he escape? I do not know. 
How did he leave?' He was not found. 'Vhat do you mean by llÌs not 
being found? I cannot explain myself further: he was not found. d I 
was not there for a day or two before he left. The archives of the 
Bishop's Court, at Viterbo, were all burnt during the last revolution, in 
1849. 
Cross-examined by Sir F. Kel
.-Achilli left Viterbo in 1834. I 
was then about thirteen years of age. I have never seen him since he 
Jeft. I received a subpæna to attend this trial in the beginning of last 
December, from Mr. Flannagan, an Irish priest. I was then and am 
now a priest at Broadway, 'Vorcester. I have, since December last, 
been abroad, in order to obtain information about this business. I have 
seen the person who bore the name of Rosa di Alessandris. e I saw 
her once at Viterbo. I did not give nor offer to her, or anyone else, 
money to give evidence about this business. I saw several persons 
when abroad with reference to this business. I did not induce anyone 


a \Vhat an illustration of the powerful effects of the sacraments of tbe Church 
is this poor girl's case! \Vbat a contrast to the instances aùduced of females 
in this country who had similarly fallen; but, alas! had not been similarly 
reclaimed! 
This witness was upwards of three hours under .examination; and at its close, 
I heard on all sides exclamations to the effect tbat her evidence was unim- 
peachable. And this was the witness given up by Lord Campbell to Sir F. The- 
a:;iger's cruel imputations of perjury! 
b This is a specimen of the strictness with which the prosecutor's counsel 
sf'rutinized the evidence and objected in every possible way. 
e Mentioned in the plea; one of the many witnesses Dr. Newman could not 
procure. 
d This is an instance of the scrupulousness with which a good Catholic will 
8wear, tbough it was set down as equivocation, or fencing. How could he s\\ear 
that Achilli had absconded (which was what counsel were driving at) if not 
actually and personally cognisant of it, however he might infer it from the facts? 
A witness on oath is not to state inferences, but facts; and facts to which he can 
safely swear of his own knowledge. Such is the force of prejudice, that even 
f'ducated persons cont':eived that this conscientiousness was .. jesuitical." In Jar- 
,line's Criminal Trials will be seen similar instances of prejudice against priestl!, 
!!imply for answering circumspectly and scrupulously. 
· So he could not state anything as to them of his own knowledge. 
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to come over as a witness; but I diù see many persons who are not 
here. I did not seek out an)' one. l")ersons came to me spontaneously 
as soon as they heard what I was come about. It is a small town, and 
my errand was soon known. I put myself in communication with the 
g'rand vicar at Vited>o, an(l with a Dominican priest, nameù Zoppiri. 
I know the last witness. I saw her in Italy. I did not interrogate 
her. I saw her in company with her husband. Dr. Newman was the 
person who employed me to go to Italy. I was at Viterbo about fifteen 
days, and was occupied during the greater part of that time in seeing 
persons with respect to this matter. I was in Rome about seven or 
eight ùays. I saw there three persons with respect to their giving evi- 
dence. I believe none of them are witnesses. 
Re-examineù by .:\f1". Bramwell.-I saw Rosa di Alessandris at 
Rome. Diù you endeavour to persuade her to come to this country to 
J!ive evidence'? I told her to ùo so. She refused. She was 1I1l\'"elJ. 
She was in the family-way. I saw the chief of the police at Viterbo. 
He gave me a document I produce. It is his private copy of tlw pro- 
ceedings against Achilli. I made the copy of it. Lord CA;\IPBEI.L (to 
counsel).-How ùo yon propose to make this evidence?l l\Ir. Bramwell. 
-1 was trying to see how, my Lord. (To the witness) Has it any 
seal? It has the authenticated seal of the city. Lord C.UIPBJ:LL 
(with much acerbity)-If it were authenticated a hundred times it 
woulù not be evidence. g l\Ir. Bramwell.-I thought so, my Lord. 
Sophia lUaria Balisano h was then examineù by :Mr. Badell,!!, and re- 
plied in her native language, rendereù by the int.erpreters.-I shall have 
heen married eight years in November next, anù my maiden name was 
Principe. I am not certain that I am yet twenty-eight years of age. 
Defore I married I lived at Naples. I knew Dr. Achilli there: that 
is about twelve 01' thirteen years ago; when about thirteen or fourteen 
years of age. I at that time frequented the church of S1. Peter for 
pra).er, and first saw Dr. Achilli in the sacristy of that church, who 
was sub-prior, when I went to make a small offering of money at au 
imagc>. I The purpose for which I went led me into the sacristy. 
I went one day alone, and he shut the door of the sacristy. I 
wished to leave, hut he prevented it, and dishonoured me. He used 
violence. I tried to get away, and strugg-Ied with him. I was 
before 8 virgin; I then became pJ..{'gnant. Before my confinement 


f This was said with much acerbity, without waiting to see how it would be 
admissible. 
g Here is a specimen of the technical strictness of the law of England. A 
copy of a public document (destroyed), made by a public officer, and authenticated 
by a public seal, is inadmissible. It is to be observed, that as the officer's was only 
a copy, the witness's (duly authenticated) was as good, there being no degrees 
in secondary f'vidence; so tbat the officer's copy could not bave been admitted! 
How strikingly this shows the terrible difficulties a defendant encounters in such 
a c.ase in obtaining legal proof. 
b She is a middle-aged woman, belonging, like Giustini, to the humhlel' 
classes, and gave her evidence in a quick manner, with a J1;ood deal of gesticulation, 
and \\ith every appearance of sincerity and veracity. 
i The paper she identified, and which was afterwards shown to Achilli, in his 
cross-examination, related to a pia u7Iione, in honour of the Blessed Yirgin, 
one of the obligations being to visit her image in the chapels in question, for the 
purpose of praying for the divine mercy through her intercession. Tbe giÜng of 
alms was only an incidental duty of the members, and did not necessarily lead 
them to the sacristy, nor out of the ('hurch. The Church has always encouraged 
G 
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T father and mother went to Dr. Achilli ; I, however, was not with 
tJ{('m. I r('mollstrated with him at the time, and said it was a harm 
and an evil he was doing-; hut he replied, that it was no harm-that it 
was rather a good than an ('vil. I did not return from the church hy 
the same door at which I entcreù. l\lr. Badde!l.-nid he make you 
any })l'escnts? 'Vitness (with great eonh>mpt ).-A hit of 8W('pt1ll(,:1t 
from time to time. j (Great laughter.) The thing produced great dis- 
tre:,s in my family; my father, three years afterwar,Is, died frum 
illness arising- out of it. 
Cross-examined hy the Alto1'llp'lI Gencral.-I left Napl<'s on the 1mh 
of .January, aUlI my mother aecumpani('d lH(, to Civita Vecchia. 'Vhu 
d{'-;irerl you to come frum Naples h('r('? A Dominiean fatlwr n
nnell 

erouli. How did he discover that you knew an
.thing of Achilli 
 
Because I went to the Ìl'ihunals at Naples, and it was a well-known 
thing'. How camp he to ask you? A trial took })13C'e in Napl('s ahúut 
thirteen or fourteen years ago: he askeù me if the thing we1'(' true 01' 
not 
 In coming to this country everything I have r<'fJuired I ha,'p 
had, hut no money, for it was not TI('cessary. I came alone a great 
part of the journey, hut it is a Phillipian father who has taken care 
uf me, and 1 ùon't know what or how much he has paiù. I have heen 
in En,!!."lanù ahout two months, anli while in Paris met with the witnes,> 
Giustini. 'Ve are now living tog{'ther, anll we have talked together 
ahout the business. Have you convers('c] with any IH"iest since 
coming over ahuut giving e\'Ídenec? No. 'Vhen I went to put money 
UlHler the ima
'e of the saint I saw Dl". Achilli alone. There were otllC'r 
}Jeople comin
 to p:ty, but qf Dominican monks none e:rcrpt him. The 
(.'hu1"ch was o]wn all ùay: it was closed at twcl ve, anù re-opem.d fit 
vespers. The sacristy was a first room; there was a sl'contI where tIlt' 
vestments werp kept, and there was a third where he ::;at. The lloor of 
the sacristy was in one way, and the entrall(
e to these other rooms ill 
another. I w{'nt to the sacrjst
T to put down my name, hut the money 
was paitI at the end of the year, and this was done hy many. 1 u!:>ed 
to g"0 at diflerent hours, when] knew Dr. Achilli wuuld be engaged on 
this particular business. It was in the morning, aùout nine or ten, 
when the act happen ell, antI bctwe{'n Nov{'mher and December, but I do 
not 1'ememl)('r the exact. date. I went through the church to get to the 
sacristy, and there were many peopl{' in the church at the timE'. I 
went in and presente.d a little hook, which he took and turned over. 
lie th{'n lucked the door; I f('It !'ome fear; Imt he said, " fie quiet, or 
::;hame will gruw out uf it.." I said, " You are a priest, let 11Ie go;" he 
repliell, "011, this is no ::;in." I ùid not call out; nohoùy could have 


confraternities (the origin of our 8a'.:on "guilds," the precursors of corporations), 
which had ori
inally a r
ligious character, and are extremely ancient, There yet 
remains at Rome an inscription rdative to the establishment of one; and even 
as early as thc reign of Constantine the Great, the Christians began to form such 
a
sociations. Tile arch-confraternity of "Raccommandate di S. l\laria," was 
founded in the tllirteenth century" It was half-religious nnd half chivlIlrous, 

nll in the fourteenth century rendered great senices to the poor, and still 
exists; and a modern tra\cllel' states it has one hundred and twenty-four foreign 
" filiations." 
A modern tra\eller says :-" Many of the lay confraternities came on Sun- 
days amI 
e!'tival!!, "i
h ,
m pptmcats for the sid.,." The practice of gi, ing 
!>wef'tmeats IS common, It 1'" clear, in Italy; but an ignorant English jury, very 
likely, would think it strange. 
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heard me there, and I had not the strength, because he said to me, 
" You are all red in the face now. You had Letter wait and go out by 
the monks' entrance, and not through the <'ll\uch." The exit from the 
sacristy in that way was also locked, but with a sort of latch, and not 
a large key. Dr. Achilli showed me the way out., opening the door and 
looking if there was an
Thody about the entrance. I did not at first tell 
an;\"bodJr of what had happened, but when I had increased so much in 
size that I couM not conceal the fact, I told my mother; that was in 
February or 
[arch. I did not complain to him; my father and 
mother went. He knew that I was in the family-wa;r, but denied that 
he had an;vthing to do ,
'ith it. Dr. Achilli r{:sided in Naples a year 
or more after I spoke to my mother. 
This terminated the cross-examination, and at past fonr o'clock the 
Court rose, resrrving the re-examination till to-morrow. 


SECOND DAY, 


The LORD CHIEF JVSTICE took his seat at half-past nine. There 
was a delay of a. few minutes on account of the witnes8es not haying 
arrived. Lord CA3IPBELL askc(l l\Ir. LClL"Ìn very roughly- " Aw 
yuu the defendant's attorney, sir?" " \Vhy are not your witnesses 
here?" "They will be here dircctly, my lord." ""'here are they, 
sir?" "In l\Ianchestf'r-bnildings, IllY lord:' "\nlY are they not 
here, sir?" ".A clerk has gone fur them, my lord; they will be 
here in a moment,'> '
They ought to be here HOW! The Court 
ought not to delayerl !" k t;hortly after they arri,'ctl- 
Maria Giovanna Principe wa.s recalled and re-exa.mined hy 1\[1'. Bl'am- 
welL-The society to which I helonged was one which Dr. Achilli had 
founded. I paid mon{'y. 
Iany others paid hesides m;yse1f. 'Ve were 
not called by the name of any societ
.. \Ve received a paper like this 
(produced). I received it from Achilli. I do not know whether these 
pa
'ments commenced after he came. I never was at that church after 
he left it. I do not remember his leaving the church. A shOl"t time 
before he left mv mother was aware of this circul11str.nce. I went 
he fore the police at Naples about Achilli. I saw a commis:;m'JT of 
police there. I made a statement, ahva
's repeating what had happ
ned. 
J.\Iy fathcr and mother went thel'e also. Achilli was not there. I never 
spoke to him in the streets. 1 visited him afterwards in the sacrist;\.. 
k The most appropriate comment on this ebullition is the observation of a 
harri!oter (a stranger to the contest), "\Vhat an affectation of baste!" The 
whole delðY was about five minutes, and Lord Campbell well knew the" reason 
why." He \\ as well aware that it was of the utmost imlJOrtance to keep the 
defendant's witnesses from communication v.ith the prosecutor, who v.as in the 
precincts oCthe court; and he also knew that there are DO proper waiting-rooms 
for witnesses in \Vestminster Hall. Indeed, the absence of accommodation is 
disgraceful, and as detrimental to the administration of justice; and in such a 
case there seemed no reason to aggravate the difficulties of so arduous a case by 
this rough rebuke, It is a small circumstance in itself, but sufficient to 
how 
the secret animu8, Separately these incidents are insignificant, their al'l'umu- 
13.tion is suspicious. :Straws floatin
 in the same direction show the CUHt-nt 
clearly. 
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Cross-examined by the Attorney Gcneral.-l went bt>fore thc commis- 
sary of police before I was deliv('}'ed. 'l'hat was when I was fuur or five 
months gone with child. Achilli was still in Naples at that timc. He 
was brought before the police. He caused my father to be ('alled before 
the commissary. I never met Achilli hefol"e the police. 'Vhen Achilli 
went bef01'(> the police I did not go. I was only once before the polic('. 
I think the event was I'epeated seven or eight times in the sacristy, 
between Decemher and Lent. 1\Iy mother knew of it at that time. 
Achil1i did not leave Naples for some time afterwards, after I knew 
myself to be with child. I know why Achilli brought my father hefore 
the police. It was to say that my family had uttered this calumny 
against him, and that it was a calumny. 
Re-examined by Sir A. Cod:lmnl.-My father was called a scconlf 
time before the police, after I had made the complaint. Nothing was 
done to him upon the complaint of Achilli. The commissaJ'Y had 
informed himself, between the two complaints, whether my family 
was an honest one, and whether I was an honcst gid. Afterwards ]lP, 
bearing the tmth, sent for my father, and then he gave the papers to 
another trihunal. My father was sent for a third time, and other tinH's 
as the knowledge of the commissary incrcased. IIow did it end? The 
Solicitor Gene1"al objected. Lord C.UlI'ßEJ,L ruled that the question 
was irregular. Sir A. Cocldntrn.- You" ent into it yourselves! 
Signora Principe was then called and examined hy Sir A. Cockburn.- 
I am the mother of the last witness. I knew of my daughter being ill 
the family way, but I do nut remember the month or year. My daughter 
was not then man'ied. She was about thirteen or fourteen years of age. 
I learned from my daughter who was the father of the child. I saw 
her weak and ill. I iIlf:luired of her what was the matter. She toM 
me everything. She had always conducted herself well up to that tim('. 
I have seen Dr. AchilIi about this matter. I saw him after my daughter 
told me who was the father. lie was in a procession,1 and I and my 
husband took him aside. \Ve called him into 8 house, and told him the 
affair. lie was angry. He said it was not him. lie said, "I am a 
! )riest." I said, " I will apply first to Divine justice, and then to the 
aws of my country." lIe then turned from me and said, "Go to the 
devil if you like, to me it matters nothing." I afterwards saw him 
again. He caused me to he caUed before the commissary of police. I 
went before the commissary. :My husband was summoned with me. 
'Ve both of us went. That was a few days aftcr the conversation I 
had had with Dr. Achilli. Dr. Achilli was not present before the com- 
missary. My daughter was afterwards taken before the commissary. 
Dr. Achilli, when he went to the commissary, stated that a low family 
had calumniated him. The commihsary then sent for the father, wishing 
to know how the priest was involved in the matter. 1\Iy daughterthen 
went to the commissary, because he (the commissary) told us we were 
to take her before him, and we did so. He wished to ascertain the age 
I Achilli swore this could not be true, because (as Sir A. Cockburn said he 
always would give a reason) it was not allowable to speak to a monk in a pro. 
cf',,
ion; and one of the jury eagerly seized hold of this, and nodded his head 
sag('ly. As if a person under such circumstances would stand on etiquette! Sir A. 
Cockburn put it far more truly, that this ..'cry incident showed the force of these 
feelings. And be it observed, that if all this evidence had been according to the 
atrocious invention of the Attorney General, " trumped up by ecclesiastics," they 
,'ould hardly have framed so out of the way an incident, but have chosen a more 
u!:>ual Bnd common manner of communkation.-See note to his examination. 



REl
0ltT OF TIlE TnIAL. 


85 


of my daughter
 Thc commissary caused my daught-er to confess every- 
thing that had happened. 'Ve were not condemned for the charge we 
had made against Dr. Achilli. Dr. AchilJi left Naples after this-I 
<lon't know how long after, but we lost sight of him. 
Cross-examined by the Solicitor General. - I am fifty-nine )'ears 
of age. I was twenty-four or twenty-five years old when 
my daughter was born. She was born at Naples, and I lived 
there until this affair happened. I have never left Nal'le
, My 
husband was a baker. 1 had no business of my own. There b 
nothing' which "ill enable me to tell what year this took place 
with Dr. Achilli. I can only guess: it happened between thirteen 
or fourteen years ago. 
r.v husband died three or four years afterwards 
of a disease of the heart. I did not know Dr. Achilli before this cÏl'CUlll- 

tance, but I knew him by sight; I saw him preaching in all the 
churches. Dr. Achilli might stay at Naples a year or two after this 
occurrence. I cannot say how long he remaineù. I saw him in the 
procession four or fi,'e da).s after I knew of the pregnancy. The mat- 
tcr was before the police altogethel' tllree or four months. It was about 
a. month after I 
aw Dr. Achilli in the procession that he applied to the 
police. Dr. Achilli did not preach in the churches for more than a year 
after the application to the police. I saw him when I first spoke to 
him, then I never saw him any more. My daughter lived with me 
three or four months after her confinement. I was then forced to senti 
her to work. She went to work. I used to take her there anù fetch 
her back. 1\11'. daughter married eight years ago; that was one )"ear 
before my husband's death. 
Antonio Husso m examined by Serjeant lVilkins.-I am a resident at 
Corfu, and am 8 carpenter. I know Garimoni, a tailor, at Corfu. One 
night in J ul,r, 1344, I was walking with )Iarino Vanice in the street of 
Viannello. \Ve passed the house of the mother-in-law of Garimoni. 
As we passed the house, Garimoni opened the door. He called n1(' in, 
and pointed out some one to me and my fl-iend. He saiù, " Here is a 
Catholic priest, AchiIli." I saw Achilli on the stairs near the apart- 
ment of the wife of Garimoni. This was about eleven o'clock at night. 
It was dark. I took hold of him and said, "\Vhat are you doing 
here ?" lIe trembling answered me, "Nothing." I know it was Achilli, 
because Garimoni called out, and a lamp was brought. I distindly saw 
his face. Garimoni was very angry, and scolded his wife. lIe was 
also very angry with Achilli. A police officer was called for hy Gari- 
moni. AchiJIi was tremùling, but did nothing. \Vhen the light was 
hrought, the constahle not being there, Achilli stepped through, and 
escaped. lIe ran away like a horse. I amI Vanice were aftenvards 
called before the Court. It was eight 01' nine Jays afterward::;. There 
were depositions taken. u I was examilled. Garimoni was in England 
for some time-two or three months. He went away about a month ago. 


m The nitness was an honest-looking fellow, v.ho spoke with every appearance 
of truthfulness_ 
n This commences the evidence as to the case of Garimoni; the next ",itnes8 
also reft'rs to it. It ",ill be seen from the affidavit of Garimoni (see ante), 
that be was prepared to be a witness for Dr. Newman, and was only prevented 
by the delay of the trial, which compelled him to return to Naples; the docu- 
ments produced by the Corfu judge, Mr. Kirkpatrick, support the story; which 
is also confirmed by AchiIli himself, and his own witness, lhe wife, especially hy 
the il1com:istcnl'Y beb\een his evidence and hel's_ And aU this was Imt ßl'idt' 
ny lhe jury and the Judge, simply because Achilli chose in term!' to deny it ! 
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Cross-examineù.-I camc un-r with Garimoni and liv(.J with him 
here. I know Captain Lawrence, illspedor of pulicc at Corfu. Gari- 
moni Jeft this country, but I cannot tell when, because I also went 
away for one or two days. I went to Paris and Curfu, and then re- 
turned here. Before Garimoni and I left I had not heard of the arrival 
of Captain Lawrence. I heard that in Corfu. I did not tell Garimoni 
of it, because ever.' body in Curfu knew it. o \Vhen I came bad. I 
found Garimoni was gone, but I knew he was at Corfu. I have had 
the misfortune to be imprisoned at Corfu once. I was put in once for 
t.wo or three hours for some youthful trifle. I mean to say I have only 
been imprisoned once at Corfu. I had beaten my brother, and was 
imprisoned again. Once more I have been accused, but not convicted. 
They said it was for robbery. I was three days, or two, or four, in 
})}'ison for that. I cannot swear I have not been in prison four tinll's, 
IJecause when a child I was taken up. In 1ß40, lU43, 1ß44, or 1845, J 
do not recollect whethel. I was in prison. I was neYer in the house of 
Garimoni's mother-in-Jaw before that time. I do not know whether 
Garimoni lived with his wife. \Vhen Dl.. Achilli ran away like a 
horse I do not know where he went. I do not know that Dr. Achilli 
lived ne)",t door to Garimoni's mother-in-law. J ne\'er knew Dr. Adlilli 
hefore that evcning, not even hy sight. After this fact I never 13I:'t e
'('M 
upon him. I was calleù l)efore the court at Corfu upon this busincss. l ) J 
have not saiù my deposition was taken in Corfu. 
He-examined by SC1jcaut JVilkins.-I was never charged with theft 
more than unce, and it was not true. The trifles for which I was im- 
prisoned were for being in the streets, or a little intoxicated. \\'h('n 
Garimoni said it was Achilli in the llOuse it was loud enough for Achilli 
to hear him. The lamp was put to his face by the wife uf Garimoni, 
hy the desire of the lnu;band, who ohliged the wife to hring the lamp. 
<';iovanni Patl'iniani examined l,y Mr. ßadcle.ll, through an interpre- 
te)'.-1 am a jeweller at Corfu. I know Dr. Achilli. I have seen him 
at Corfu several times. I know Garimoni. I re<:eiveù comlllunica- 
ti
ns from him as to his wife, which led me to observe the house of his 
mother-in-law. lIe took me one night to \\'at('h hetween ten and cleven. 
\Ve saw a man comc out; it appeared to Le Achilli from his staturC'. 1 
was acquainted with Achilli. I knew the wife of CorilJOui; she was a 
woman uf had charader; her name was Albina. 

ir P. TliæhJcr declined to cross-cxamine this" itness. 
Hucchiciaml;i examined hy l\J r. Addison.-I knew Achilli in Ancona 
in W-H. lIe sought IO.Y aC'luaintance, his uhject heing to go to Curfu, 
I had a passport for Corfu, and he asked my permission to insert hi
 
name ill thl' passport. I gaY(' it to him. Ill' went to the English cunsul. 
IIis name was inserted in it; he told me he could not get out of Ital.r 
for want of a passport; he had not money to pay hi:; pas:;age. Did .ruu 


(> In the face of this fact (confirmed by the documents produced by the jUllges), 
the Attorney General ought to have shrunk from imputing fah'e s\\earing; 
and Lord Campbell, in the case of l)rincipe, al1mitted that the matter, ha\ ill
 
heen brought forwarl1 publicly at thc time, \\ as ,-ery strong evidence of it:. 
truth; though he did not say so in this instance. ""hy did be not? III', 
ho\'\cver, did say oue of the charges ill this ca!:õe was prO\ed; yet the jury found 
it not proved! 
P \\ hy not? 
ir F. The
igcr objected to the 'cry hiud of question which 
aftcr\\1Ilds Lonl Cdmpbcll was compellnl to admit nlight hI' put; thuugh 
here hy his tone he ellcour,lgcd the jur
' to objeet. - See .\chilli's cro
::;- 
o,aminutinn. 
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get repaid? The Attornc!! General objeeted to the question. Lord 
CAlIlPßELL.-I do not see how it bears on the charges. q .Mr. J.lddisoll.- 
At Ancona did you observe him with fcmales at an hotel? The Attor- 
f1.r!/ General objected; what charge i
 this upon? 
ir .Li. Cockburn.- 
General immorality. Do you shrink from it? I.orll CA
IPDEJ,L (stern 1) ). 
-That is not fair! The Attorue!! GClleral.-I am bound to take care 
that no question be irregularly put. Sir A. CocklJltI'n.-There is a 
general charg-e of profiig-acy and unpriestJike cOlldu<:t. Lord CAllI PH ELL. 
-But can you give evidence of such conduct in any part of the wurld ? 
Bv 
Ir. Addison.-I have seen Achilli at Corfu. There was a woman 
living in his house, a servant. Have you seen him in a IJRd part of the 
to\\'n frequented hy had women? Yes. 1\Iore than once? Yes. The 
Attorn,,!! a-en.'m-l.-I really must interpose! Núthing is charged as to 
Corfu but Coriboni and Garimoni. Sir A. Cockbllrn.- You compelled 
us tú gi ve those names. Lorù CA)IPDELL would not allow the line uf 
examination to be proceeded with. 
Cross-examined hy the Attorne!! Gellcral.-It was in 1841 or 1842 I 
nccompanied Dr. Achilli to COliu. That was after he had been confined 
in the prisons of the Inquisitioll? r Yes. 
)Ir. \V. A. Reynolds, examined by Sir A. CocJ.:burn.-I was cm- 
I)loyell at Zante and the Ioniilll Islands, by the government, for twenty- 
five years. I have retired on half-pay. I was collector of customs 
from 1842 to 1ß51. I remembel. Dr. Achilli being hrought to my 
house at Zante, by Captain Ford aUll his family. He spoke to me upon 
the su11ject of estahlishing an Italian Protestant church in the island, 
in the autumn of 1344. lIe asked for my assistance awl co-operation. 
He said he was taking 3. house for that purpose, and he did so in a few 
<1a)
s. It was on the opposite side of the road, contiguous to mine. I 
assisted him in his object. Suhscril'tiuns were entered into. The 
chapel was olJened in 1844. I attendcd on the fm.,t occasion. I was 
sh'uck hy the appearance of a woman of notoriuusly bad 
haracter, 
who acted as doorkeeper, and let us in. I knew her IJY sIght. from 
baving seen her in Cephalollia, where she carried on the life of a com- 
mon prostitute, her husband bringing persons to her. 1\Iy dressing- 
l'oom looked towards the back of her huuse, and I had friends Ii vin
 in 
the street in the front of her house. I often ,"i
ited those friends. Her 
Jl'ess was very peculiar. She was always staJlllin
 at the door, with 
her re1'son much t'xposcd. Everyhody in the place knew what she was. 
Her hushand was a chorus singer. lIe used to bring home frienòs to 
her. lIer hushand acted as Dr. AchilJi's derk, rf'ading the Church of 
England prayers. I consiùered it my duty to caU on Dr. Achilli the 
next morning. I told him I should he exccssivcJ,y sorry to deprive him 
of good ser\'"Hllts, \\ horn, I dared to sa,y, he had takcn on the recom- 
mendation of some fdends; but I consiJered it my duty to infonn him 


oJ The object of this part of the cross-examination was to show that Gmimoni 
had departed from a fear of Captain Lawrence's disclosu res, as chief of the police. 
But see the affiòavit of Garirnoni (
ee ante). First, the Pl'osecutor's lawyers 
protracted the trial so that defendant's \\itnesses had to leave; and then they try 
to blast their characters! 
r Of course, the object of this was to counteract any awkward ideas about 
absconding, and excite the !:'yrnpathics (or bigotrie;;) of the jury. It was enough 
to turn the current of their feelings had it set ever so strongly against him. Thl' 
"ery words, "prisons of the Inquisition," seemed always to ha"e m

teriou
 
lwtency. Thl"Oughout this was the prosecutor's cherat de bataille. 
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of their had character, and the impropriety of keeping them in his 
service. I told him everything I knew of the woman and her husband. 
lIe !>aid he was aware already of her previous character; that he hoped 
8he had become a second î\lagdalen; that he considered it his duty, aM 
a clergyman, to continue his protection to her. I believe I rejoined he 
was free to give what charity he liked, but it was a very improper thing 
forcing her upon the congregation; and that if I saw either of them 
there again I would leave the chapel instantly, and I was convinced if 
I did so all the rest of the English would follow my example. I had 
my wife and daughter, and servant, living with me at that time. My 
house was opposite Dr. Achilli's, cOllllnanrling a view of the room on 
his upper fluor, which }'oom was used by this womau as a laundry_ 
'fhe distance from my house to that room was, perhaps, fifteen or 
twenty feet. After that convel'sation, I several times saw Dr. Achilli 
in that room with that woman. I have seen him in his shirt-sleeves, 
and the woman in her open undress, working at her ironing. I could 
only see the upper part of his person." lIer shoulders were almost hare, 
as she usually dressed. She had no gown on then, as is common with 
that class of women. I have seen Dr. Achilli put his hanùs on her 
shoulders and on her bosom, talking and laughing all the t.ime. I have 
seen it several times. I kept my hlinds down on account of my 
daughters, it being an improper sight for them. 'fhe blinds were abo 
kept down at the next house to mine. I saw Dr. Achilli after this, and 
eXI)ostulated with him. lIe said it was his duty, she being a Magdalen, 
to support her against all the world. Lord CAIIIPBELL.-Did you 
charge him with the inùecent familiarities? I did not mention exactly 
aU I had seen; but I told him he was too famili
u' with his servant., and 
that I haeI seen so much guing on, that I consiùered it necessary to stop 
it.. I advised him to send her and her husband away. I saw him after 
this time at my own house. I did not go to see him. lie came to me. 
I rNluested my wife to leave the l'oom. I then, in private, told him 
what I had seen, and I insisted on his sending them away. He became 
extremcl,y violent; he never denied his connection with the woman. 
['fhe Attorne
 General (angrily). - "lIe never denied his connection 
with the woman! " Lord CHIl'BELL.-Did you charge him with it? 
I charged him with familiarities. Lord CA
IPDELL (with an air of 
extreme indignation ).-Sir, you surprise me! I am astonished that you 
should venture to make such an observation! You never charged him 
with criminal intercourse 1 t \Vitness.- I charged. him with the 
inlleccnt familiarities. Sir A. Cocklmrn.-Diù he deny the fami- 
liarities? No.] My wife came down and the conversation was put an 
enll to. After I had remonstrated with him, I went once through his 
bed-room. There was a bed with two pillows. I said, "It is a double 
bed." I do not remember how he turned it oft
 There was a table 


· This is important; it destroys the whole force of the reason Achilli gave for 
the improbability of the statement, and strongly confirms it. Acbilli said it was 
impossible, for his house was highf'r than the witness's, so that the latter would 
have to look upwards; the effect of which would be precisely what the witness 
deseribed-that he could see only the upper part of the per:mn, to the waist. 
t As if this were not necessarily implied in such indecencif's! Let the rf'ader 
observe the roughness with which, at a hint trom the prosecutor's counsel, this 
most rehpcctable witness was thus most unjustifiably assailed, before a jury 
already obvion
ly prf'judiced, and with whom this episode was enough to destroy 
the cn'dit of the witness. No such ebullition occurred 011 any occa!!ion against 
anyone who appeared on the part IIf the prosecutor. 
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laid in his dining-room for two persons. I apologized for intruding, as 
I saw he wa" going- to have a friend to dinner. Ill' said it was only 
the ta1Jle laid fur himself and poor Albina," as he made her dine with 
him. I was out one evening when the band was playing near the 
1\101e. There were some friends with me. 1\1 v attention was called to 
Dr. Achilli bein,
 hehind me with this womãn leaning 011 his arm. 
I quitted the cong-rcgation. The other English residents did the same, 
on account of this business. The matter made much stir. 
Cross-examined by the Attom,,!! Gencral.-I al'rh'ed here on the 15th 
February last. I left the Ionian Islands on the 6th February. I then 
went to l\Ialta. I was collector of customs. The chapel had not been 
estahlished many months. Coriboni's wife acted as door-keeper at the 
chapel on the first occasion only, and her husband only once acted as 
clerk. My windows had jalousies. The windows to Dr. Achilli's room 
were quite open. I saw these familial'ities several times-five or six 
times, perhaps, or it might he oftener. They were always the same 
sort of familiarities. I, perhaps, saw them for five or six minutes. 
They continued after my remonstrances, the "indows still open. Dr. 
Achilli was quite aware 1 had seen all this. I could see perfectly well. 
I had told him I could see, but they continued.. I attended the chapel 
once or twice afterwards. I do not know about what time the last re- 
monstrance was made. Pray, sir, has not Dr. Achilli remonstrated 
with you? 'Yith me? upon what? Upon anything I ask you, sir, 
has he not remonstrated with you? Ko; I cannot understand on what 
he should remonstrate with me. '''hy, sir, has he not remonstrated 
with you for your hahitual intemperance? For my intemperance? 
certainly not. 1\1r. Reynolòs, remember! I know I am upon my oath, 
sir. Did he never remonstrate with you? .N o! never! You never 
were ill temperate ? I am not an intemperate man. I might have been 
at a dinner party a little jovial, as othc1' men are, but I am not. in the 
habit of being intoxicated-all men are a little intemperate, perhaps, 
now and then. The Attorne!! Geneml: I don't know that. 'Vitness: 
Dr. Achilli never remonstrated with me upon the suhject. If I had 
been intemperate I should not have served the Ionian government 
twent,y-five yeal"s. :Mrs. Read, who lived next door to me, had her 
blinòs pulled down. She is dead, hut 1\11'. Read is living, and in this 
country, but he is nearly blind. Dr. Achilli took me over his house to 
fhow it to me. His bed-room was on the third floor. I have talked to 
Lieut. Stoney about this matter. I think I told him that the reasons of 


U An observable coincidence wi
h the evidence of Patriniani, who said that was 
her name. This was not mentioned in the charge. 
v Yes; but Achilli swore the witness could not see; and if he truly swore 
according to his 0\\ n belief, that would of course amply account for his being 
reC'lless about these familiarities, supposing him to have committed them. 
Therefore, this part of the cross-examination, pointing to improbability on the 
score of recklessness (on which Lord Campbell strongly relied, in discre- 
diting tllÏs witness), quite bre
,ks down. Indeed, the whole principle of sucll 
objections to evidence, otherwise respectable, is founded on a flagrant fallacy- 
the assuming that persons who are very lustful are likely to be very careful. As 
if passion might not run away with prudence! As if sensuality might not be 
supposed to besot the mind, and make it blind to conseq1Jences! As if alll!;reat 
crimes did not presuppose this sort of besotteclness. Yet this palpable fallacy, 
pressed again and again in different forms, "as the staple of Lord Camphell"s 
char
e, and the sole argument for disregarding a whole body of rl'f"pectahlf' 
tcstimony 
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my suspicions were the two pillows to the lweI and the two covers on the 
tahle. I know Captain Rea(1. lIe was at the Ionian Islands. I have su 
fai' assisted in this case that I was asked lIy Messrs. Lewin, the attorncys 
of Dr. Newman, to go to Corfu and meet the gentlemen they had sent 
there. I was asked to 
o out on account of my knowledge of the 
place. I had told them what I knew, amI they cn
aged mc as a witness. 
I told them what I knew hv letter from l\Ialta in November or Dcccm- 
lieI' last. I wrote to them in conse(luence of seeing the circumstance ill 
the papers. lIave you any rc1atiol1s of the Uoman Catholic persua.- 
sion 1'" No. I found a Uoman Catholic p;f'ntlcman at Corfu, Dr. 
Seandeller, who had heen written to. I know Parson Mitchell; he waH 
at onc time chaplain to the forces in Cephalonia. I don't know that 
he was engaged in this matter. I have not heen paid, hut expect to he 
)laid aftcr the rate granted to merchants or bankers." I have not the 
least idea what it will he. I expect to receive ll. a day up to this time. 
I hrought dowIl the witnesses the other day, and suhpænacù some of the 
Italian ladies. Y I gave 
1r. Stoney a subpæna at Plymouth, as I live 
in that neighbourhood. I gave the \\itnesses no not.ice that the trial 
was deferred. I did not see Dr. Achilli after I witl1l1rew frum 
the chapel. 
ly wife was confined to her bed, and therefore did 
not see anything. A servant of mine witnessed these familiarities. 
:-;he sat at thc window, which commanded a view of the laundr.". 
Thel'e were from seventeen to twenty-fhoe .English who attended thc 
chapel. This letter (produced) is in my hand-writing. The Attorncy 
General read the letter (adùressed to Lieut. Stoney), as folluws :-" Ca.n 
yuu come up to give evidence in an action of libel, brought hy Giovanni 
Adlilli, our ci-dcrant parson, against Dr. Newman, in relation to his 
livillg- with the wife of a chorus singer as his concubine, at Zunte, 
ahout which I kicked up such a row. You cannot have fùrg-otten 
it! Do you l'ememher a conversatiou with Achilli as to m,)" quitting 
tIt(' ('ung-regation, hecause he would continue to keep that woman 
with him? If you can speak to the point, L
win wiII senò you thc 
sum we mentioned, to pay the expenses up and duwn, alHl for the 
sta.\' in London; in fact, they arc (iuite dispose(1 to be liheraJ.7. You 
nee(] not be ashameò to appear in the case, for Lord Shafte:<lmr.v and 
several clerg-ymen are smumoncd."a (To the witness) 'Vhat did )"uU 


\V And what if he had -? Are Roman Catholics to be supposed by reason of 
thcir religion ready to suborn perjury? This unworthy in!>inuation is the suh- 
t;tratum of the Attorn<>y General's case. 
" That is for his e"{penses, of course. 
Y Because he understood Italian. Lord Camphell made as much of this as the 
Attorney General; but" hat does it come to ? 

 The Attorney General well knew that this meant merely expenses, which a 
v. itness couM claim; for his clients had dearly he<>u in communication \\ ith 

t(Jrcy or they could not have got the letter. 'Vas this a fair use of the 
license of counsel, to insinuate !>ubornation of l'eljury, on such a misrepresenta- 
tion ? 
· The Attorney General would never have dared, had he not known that he 
had judge and jury with him, to read this letter, \\ hich so thoroughly con- 
firmed the witness's e\idenl'e when the explanation of it (of which the Attorn(>y 
General was fully aware) was gÍ\'en. For if the witness's 
tatemellts WNe nol 
true, Sloney could have hl'en called to di
pr(l\ <> tlll'm. A lid, now, will it he 
helieH'd that Lord Camphdl disl'reditcd this witne
s ill hio; ('harg-e, hy refl'r- 
ring to the in,.inuation, "ithout allurling" to the explalllltion-hillting that he 
had heen concerned in gclting lip the Cd
t', "ithout mCllii.millg that it ,,-ar.. 
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mean, then, hy their being" disposed to be liberal ?" -Only that he had 
said he would not come up without hein
 paill his expenses. Lurd 
('ulrBELL.-\Vho told ,You they would be liberal? I merely said so 
un my own authority. 
Re-examined by Sir A. Codhllrn.-JIow did it happen that JOU 
Sl'rved three witnesses with suhpænas? - I happened to he at l\lr. 
Lewin's office, and was goin
 duwn where they were living', and was 
asked to hand them over. This Lieut. Stoney: you have known him 
several years? Yes. And he, as an officer, ohjected to come up unless 
paid his full expenses? Yes; he was a family mau, on small means, 
and could not afford to come at his own expense. \Vhen did he say 
that? In Lh'erpool, in 
1arch. You had spoken to him, then, on the 
su hject ? Yes. \Vas he unwilling to come as a witness? Yes. And 
so in consequence of what had passed between you on the subject, and 
as he was anxious to be furnished with money, you wrote to him in the 
terms of the letter? Yes. 'Vas any money sent to Stoney?-No. 
Rosina Lavaneyexamined by :)11'. Addison, through an intrepreter in 
Fl'ench.b-I am a Swiss, and now residing at Geneva as a nursery 
governess. I was servant to Mr. Reynolds at Zante, in 1ß44, and con- 
tinued so until 1ß.51. I returned to Geneva when her and his family 
'luitted the Ionian Islands. I remember a 1\11'. FOl'd visiting 1\1r. Rey- 
nolds, and introducin
 Dr. AchiJIi to that gentleman. J went to the 
Protestant chapel the first time that it was opened, with 1\1r. Reynolds. 
I then saw the wife of Coriboni on her knees before the door, acting as 
pèw-opener. lIer hushand acted as chanter or singer. I recollect 
lrs. 
Reynolds being ill. I then sat in a chamber near hers, in urùer to be 
ready to attend her when called. I could, frum that wil1l10w, see into a 
room in Achilli's house, which was used as a laundry. The ruom in 
which I sat had Venetiau blinds, which I used to have so clused that 
though I could see through them I could not be seen. I have several 
times seen Achilli with Coriboui's wife in that room. I have observed 
Coriboni's wife with her neck very bare, and A chilli in his shirt- 

leeves. I have observed very great. acts of familiarity between them. 
The wife of Coriboni being thus uncovered, I have seen Achilli several 
times place his hands on her shoulder and LOt'om. I have seen them 
taH..illg and laughing together. I have seen them walking- together in 
the puhlic streets of Zante towar<<ls evening. I never saw Coriboni and 
his wife together. The blinds in l\Ir. Heynolds' house, looking towards 
Achilli'8, were kept dosed, hecause )lr:5. Reynolds was ill, and could 
)Jot bear daylight. I do not l-mow of any other reason for the hlinds 
being closed. c The blinds were not always kept closed after .Mrs. 
RenlOlds recovered. 
éross-exmllined h,y the Attornc!/ Gcncral.-I came over from Geneva 
ahuut a furtni
ht ago. I knew ahout coming- two or three days hpful'c 
I ('a1l1e. I heard about it from :\11'. ReYllolJs, who wrote to me. I saw 
)1 \". Reynolds after I came here. I ha;-e heen living- with .\Iadamc dc 
Plume, whose hushand has a government office. The expens(;s of my 
only casually, and in consequence of E'eeing the ('ase in the newspapers; and, 
abO\ e all, Lord Campbell never adverted to the obvious confirmation of the wit- 
nt'ss's story, by the omission to call Stoney, who, if he did not know it to be 
true, could amI would have been called to ('ontradict it ! 
b The \\itness was an ingenuous-looking girl, who g
\'e her e\idence "ith 
celual morlc
ty and simplicity. 
.. :Ko other reason would be giH'1I her; bccau::e (a:: 
he said) it was not de- 

cnt to menLÏvlI the othu matttT to her. 
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juurney have been paid for me, but I have not received any mone)'. 
1\Ir. Heynolds paid for me. I quitted the Ionian Islands at the same 
time as l\Ir. Reynolds, and came with him to Lyons, where he left me 
for London, and I went to Geneva. Achilli and Coriboui's wife used 
often to be together in the Jmhlic streets, where everyone could see 
them. Her hushand lived with them. How often did you see these 
familiari ties? Sen'raI times. \Vere vou very much shocked?" I was 
much disgusted. Did you always tuWrn away when you saw them 
 I 
did, after 1 had seen that Achilli and Coriboni's wife acted so. I could 
only see what took place when they were befure the window; had they 
retircd into the othel' part of the room I could not have seen them. e 
Used he to begin the moment he came into the room? I do not know, 
ft)r my winriow was not opposite to their door. f Only one window of 
1\1r. Revnohb' house commanded this room of Achilli's house. These 
familia;'ities continued several times. Did you mention them to any 
one hut 1\1r. Reynolds? I mentioned them to 1\Irs. Reynolds and the 
)'oun
 lady (the daughter), hut to no other })erson, although I heard 
other persons talking- of them. Miss Reynolds was then fifteen. I am 
now twenty-eight. \Vhat, did you mention these familiarities to a 
young girl of fifteen? She used to see it hCl'sclf. She was disgusted 
with it the first time she saw it. I do not know how often she saw it, 
for we ceased to speak of it, as it was not decent. 
Rc-examineù.-I am a Protestant. '1'he blinùs in 1\Ir. Reynolds' 
house were Venctian blinds, of such a nature as one could see tilrough 
them without being seen. The blinds were kept shut because it was 
Jwt. I heard many persons talking- of this affair. g 
Vincenzo Barga examined hy :\lr. ßadelc.!/.-I have lived in Corfu 
twent,Y-three years. I am an armourer. I recollect Achilli coming to 
Corfu as a Catholic priest. lIe apppared as a I)rotestant. Four ur six 
days after he came he declared himself a rrotestant. I do not know 
whether he was a Protestant or a Catholic. I knew Coriboni and his 
wifl'. The
 lived together. I have seen Coriboni's wife in public as a 
had woman, in which character shc was known and esteemed in public. 
The Attornr!! Gcneml ol,jected. Huw was this material? :;ir A. 
Cuc!..lmrn.-lf she were uf general and notoriously had character, and he 
nevl'rtheless persbted in retaining her after remonstrances, and though 
he \Vas a minister of the gospel-sure]
' this would tend to show that 
he kept her to satis
v 11Ïs desires. Lord C \J\f pnELL. - It cannot Le 
neces:;ary. Mr. Baddr.!/-Havc 
'ou seen Achilli with her? I have 


d This was said in a tone of sarcasm-very ungenerous towards a girl evidently 
innocent and ingenuous, 
e Here it will be observed how this coinddes with Achilli's own a('count of 
th(' relative position of the rooms pre\-enting persons seeing into his house, 
ex('('pt looking in an upward direction. 
f Tbis is important, as ans"el'ing the suggestion relied on ùy the Attorney 
General and Lord Campbell, as to the improbahility of Fuch indc('ency; for 
in A('hilli's house it would appear as if the blinds were dosed, 
"" The Attorney General, conscious how monstrous and infamous it would 
appear to ('harge the witness with perjury, artfully endeavoured to show she 
might have sworn fal
ely, though not wilfully, by reason of her having Feen 
some one committing these indecencies, and thcn haviug been induced by ReJ- 
nolds to believe it was A chilli. Strange sophi
try, this! ))oes the Attol"!l('v 
General think this would ha\-"e bet'n any the less perjury to !>wear to !>omething 
told her by another, and "hich 
hc rlid not know hnself! BecaIH.e 
he !'wort' 
T:!t,. 
:I\V Arhilli, 
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seen Achi1Ii enter the house where she lived. I cannot say how oftl'n. 
Achilli left in Iß4:l. Coriboni's wife and Achilli were said to have left 
Conu together. I do not know it of m
r own knowledge. I lost sight 
of them both at the same time. 
Cross-examined by the AttornC'y General.-It was Dr. Achilli's own 
house, was it not? I do not know. It was next door to the house of 
the mother-in-law of Garimoni. 
Re-examined by Sir .A. Cockburn.-\Vhen did you first become 
acquainted with the wife of Coriboni? I knew her as a public dancel' 
at Corfu. 'Vhen did she come first? The Attorney Geneml objected. 
Sir A. Cockburn.-Surely it is a regular question; he has already said 
he had seen Achilli enter the same house. Lord CAJIPBELL.-This is 
a case in which, as I am anxious to arrive at the truth by all means, I 
will not stop the examination. Sir A. Cocklmrn.-'Vhen did AchiIli 
come to Corfu? I cannot say exactly. 'Vas it after Coriboni's wife 
had come? I believe it was åfterwards. Do you know if CoriLoni's 
wife resided all the time in the same house as Ac11illi? So long as I 
knew her she was living in the same house. \Vas that Achilli's house 
01' her husband's? I do not know. 
The Rev. George Horatio Hadfield examined hy 1\1r. Serjeant 
JVilkins.-I am a clergyman of the Church of England, now resident 
at Whitchurch, Hampshire. In Aug-ust or September, 184(;, I was 
appointed principal of St. Julian's Protestant College, l\Ialta. After 
the vacation of 1847 I returned to Malta in September. I am well 
acquainted with Achilli. On the IDth July, 1847, he was appointed 
Italian professor of theology in that college. lIe came to l\Ialta on the 
11th December. Before he arrived, a priest, named Keosse, who had 
been a Catholic priest, had brought certain charges against two persons 
named Leonini and Saccares, who had been pricsts. The Attorney 
Geneml.- \V ere these charg-es in writing! I have the statement here. 
l\Ir. Serjeant JVillcins.- \V ere they Protestants? 'rhey professed to 
be Protestants; they were connected with the college. They Wl're 
residing in a house connected with the college as missionary students. 
I communicated with the committee of the colleQe in London sevcral 
times on the subject of these ac('usations, which' had gone to London 
before. I afterwards, at their request, inquired into these charges. The 
earl of Shaftesbury is the chairman, and the earl of Waldegravc is 
another member. In consequence of these charges a meeting took place 
at the mission-house at Malta, on the 23th of December, in the presence 
of Achilli and the accused priests. At my request, l\Ir. nr
'an, the vice 
principal, took the chair. Achilli was present. Keosse was then caUd 
upon to state his charges against these priests. Leonini was chargd 
with having committed adultery with a l\Ialtesc lady. Saccares was 
charged with sleeping out of the mission-housp, and having frequent 
intercourse with women of bad character. Achilli had lived in the same 
house with these persons during the same year. Keosse had not lived 
with them. The priests were called upon to answer the charges, amI 
denied them. The examination was written and sent to London. I 
have here the depositions. As they denied the charges the case was 
for the time held not to be proved. Achilli called Keosse a calumniator. 
On the 5th of January, notice was given to Keosse either to substantiaté 
his charges or to withdraw them. As long as they rested merely upon 
his authority the charges were not believed. Some time after that a 
Dr. Bonavia made a statement to me, which I mentioned to Dr. AchiJli. 
Dr. Bonavia stated that he had heard from Saccares similar statements 
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to those which Keosse stated that he had made to him. I gave thi& 
statement to Achilli on the 16th of .February, 1848, telling him at the 
same time that I was going- to send it to the committee in LonJun. On 
the 1mh of .February, 1843, I received from Dr. Achilli this letter 
(which was read, as follows) :-" I have need of the Rev. 1\1r. Saceares 
fur an important mission, and he starts immediately for his desti- 
nation, consequently he does not any longer he long to the college." I 
helieve that Saccares left upon that day. I received no information 
of that 1)et\\'ecn the 16th and 1mh, that he was going away. I left 
Malta for England on the 24th of Apri], 18.m. Dr. AchiIli came to 
London soon after. \Vas he dismissed? Our notion was he had removed 
him"clf; that he had resigned his position in the college. In obedience 
to directions from the earl of Shaftesburv I dismissed Leonini from his 
position in the coIIeg'e. Keosse continu
d to teach after I left 1\la]tn, 
hut has since returned to the Church of Rome. Dr. AchiIli was well 
acquainted with the charges brought against Leonini and Saccares. 
Cross-examined hy Sir F. Thcsi,qcr.-The students in that depart- 
ment of the college to which Dr. Achi1Ii beIongeù were Ita]ian priests, 
who had st'ceded from the Church of Rome. Including Dr. Achilli 
himself, their number varied from three to seven. Keosse was also there 
as a seceding priest, and in order that he might teach Turkish in some 
of our other institutions he liveù in the same house; but he did not 
live there when AchiIli was there before. AchiIIi haù not left l\Ialta 
hefore I had; but he came to :Eng]and soon after me. b 
The Rev. A]exander \VaUs examined hy 1\11'. Ailrlison.-I was 
former1v cll'riea] secretary to the committee 
f the l\Ialta college. I 
reco]1('ct the charges agai;"st. Leonini and Saccares coming to Eng'lalld. 
I hall a conversation with AchiIIi about it. lie was anxious that J 
should 
mppress the whole of them. He insisted that I should (leliver 
them to him, and not hring- them before the committee, as he said that it 
would not be of any use to do so. I would not do so; the charges were 
laid hefure the committee, and they decided upon investigating them, 
The investigation was first entered upon ùy the principal, vice-principal. 
and Dr. AchiIIi, who formed the council of the coIlege. Their report 
was sent home to London; the committee then requested the bishop of 
Gibraltar to assist in the investig"ation. IIis lordship declined, hecause 
Saceares, one of the principal parties accused, amI who was a witness, 
had heen sent away hy Dr. AehiIli. Suhse(luellt]y the committee, 
tal...inA' into consideration that Saccares had been sent away from the 
i!-.1and by Dr. AehiIli while those charges were pellliing, upon some 
Jl1i
sion uf his own, and without the consent of the conunittt'c, deter- 
mined to remove him, and decided upon closing that hranch of the 
institution over which he lJl'esided. The re!'olutiun to that eWeet was 
dated May B, W-!ß. The AttornclI GCllcral.- Where is it? (rut in 
and realI.) 
"Resolvell, that it is nut desirable, under existing circumstances, to 
keep up the l\[ission House; and that notice he given to Or. Aehilli 
:md the other prie!;t
, that their professon,hip cease,;, and that the 
estahlishment for e....:-priests will close ill a few months." 
Septemher 2(j, 1 fl-!B, Dr. AchiIli addressed a letter t.) the earl of Shaftes- 
bury, whieh he requested might be laid before the college committre. 
(The letter was then put in and reall.) " I am ahell t leaving J,ondoll to 


" See as to thb matter Al'hil1i'
 o\\'"n afhda\ it, di";do,,jng the I'uhlil'ation of lill'se 
proceedings. 
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go to my mi
sion. I have hitherto hoped that you and the other mem- 
hers of ' the Maltese cullege committee wouIll not allow me to Je::l.\"e 
England so embittered, as I assure you, that although separated {,"om 
the college, 1 still equally love you in the Lord; it is only a misunder- 
standing for whidl you have got ang-ry with me. I did not know that 
I was forhidden to come to Eng'land, and thought that the emploYHlPllt 
you confided to me was scrving you allll the cause of religiun. nut 
this is to he as God has willed it. I think, howe\Ter, that. God forhids 
that thl're should he any ill dispositions between us. Therefore, if you 
hPlieve yourselves offcnded with me, I heg 
'our pardon; while on my 
own side, I shall willingly forgive any offence that may have been oftered. 
I have suffereù mud), without having on my own conscience anything 
to rf'proach me. Have I transgressed your laws, or failell in my duty'
 
Do Hot aHow me to leave this country, perhaps for the last time, without 
rl'ceiving from you one little word uf friendship. Even a servant, wlwn 
no longt.r wantt'tl, has a character given him, and his month's W;l!
es 
paitl him; hut it appears 
"Uu are sentling away your servant without 
even a letter, or paying him his stipend, which was fixed to he paill by 
the year; and I have only received it for eleven months. I beg )"ou to 
interpret this to the committee." 
This letter was laid before the committee, and an answer sent, Dec. G, 
18.18. (Put in and read.) 
" Malta Colleg-e Office, 3, St. James's Street, 
Decem her G, 1340. 
"Rev. Sir,-At the la!':t. meeting of Committee, held on the ],jth 
Nuvernher, 1848, Lord Ashle,y, at your request, laid hdore the memllers 
present ,yuur letter addressed tu his lordship, dated Septemher 2U, 184-8. 
The Committee reqnest me to send you the folluwing reply. \Vlwn 
you a1'l'ived in England in June last, after hcing aùsent a whule month 
from your official situation and important duties in the :\Ialta College, 
without communicating your intention of leaving, either to the }nin- 
cipal or to the Committee in London, I expressed to you the dissatisfac- 
tion which the Committee felt with your proceedings in these }'espel't
, 
especiaIJ,y as you had been previously infurmed hy thtm that tIlt')' dill 
not wish you to come to England that summer on the business of the 
College. I then asked you to attend a meeting" of Committee to he 
held next day, that ,you mi,.;ht have an opportunity of oft'erin!!; an;\' 
explanations which you might think propel'. You neither attended tlwt 
meeting nor any other suhsequent ones since your arrival in England. 
You have addressed no letter of explanation to the Committee, exeept 
this short note, ill which you desire to he informed in what }'esped,> 
you have failed in your duty, and relJuest some rceommendatory letter 
hefore leaving England, expressive of the Committee's Christian regar(ls. 
The Committee arc not a little surprised at the tenor of your cummu- 
nication, after they have so fun)' expressed their views of your unjusti- 
fiable mode of acting, both as regarùs your desC1"ting your post at 
)Ialta during term time, as well as in respect to your 5ununal'ily 
removing-, upon your own authority, Signor Saccares from the Collcg'f', 
and sending him upon some mission of your own into Sicily. You did 
this, too, at the very time when you knew that the most serious 
accusations of gross immorality were broug'ht against Signor Sacca res, 
then resident in the Mi!':sion House. You thus defeated the l'nds of 
jUhtice, 01' deprived the accused, if innocent, of the opportunity aA'nnll'll 
of de:1ring hi., charader hefore the worh1. 
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" I regret to add, that the Cummittee have had additional cause of 
dissatisfaction with JOu since your l'etum to England. I have before 
me a letter from une of our subscrihers, in which, before paying his 
suhscription, he requests me to give him some explanation of the inju- 
rious statements made by YOll to him respecting the Malta College. 
" You conclude by mentioning that the salary paid yuu was only for 
eleven months instead of for a year. You forget that the Committee 
did not engage your services hy the year. You were paid quarterly, 
as all the other officers of the Institution, at a certain rate per annum. 
When 1 
ave yon the alllount of salary due, according to the terms of 
the resolution of the Committee, held on the 1mh uf June, W-!U- 
inoluding payment for the month ,you were ahsent from Malta without 
leave-you expressed yourself perfectly satisfied in signing the ac- 
knowledgment. 
"It has heen with sincere regret that the Committee have feJt 
themselves obliged, for the above reasons, to withdraw t.heÍL' cunfillelll'l' 
from yon, and to remove ,you Írom the advantageous situation they 
had conferred on you in the College. In that office you had all 
opportunity of rendering- most important service to the cause of Italian 
reformation, by }n'eparing- missionary agents, so much wanted to 
occupy the different fields of labour which might be opened up. 
" 1 remain, yours faithfully, 
(Signed) " ALEX. \V..\TT, Secretary. 


" To Dr. Achilli." 


Cross-examined by the Attorney Gcncral.- You have read the reso- 
lution laid on the table on the 8th May, lU-!8, by the earl of Harrowh)', 
for ('onsideration? (It is read, as follows) :- 
" Resolved,-That it is not desirahle, under the altered circumstancí's 
of Italy, to keep up the existing- l\lission House at l\l alt a, and that 
nutice be accordingly giví'n to the Italian Theolog-ical Prufessor, 1>1'. 
Achilli, and to the other inmates of tile :Mission House, that the l)rufes- 
sor's appointment will cease, aÙd the estahlishment for ex-priests will 
he closed in three months from the date of the receipt uf this commu- 
nication." 
\Vill YOll read the minute of the final resolution taken by the com- 
mittee on the 24th May, ]B-!8. (It is read, as follows) :- 
" After prayer, the committee proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted to the last meeting-, hy the efi1'] of IIarrowl,y, resl'e(,ting the 
discontinuing of the Mission House at Malta, and the termination of 
Or. Achilli's appointment as Italian Theological Profl:'s50r. 
" This resolution was unanimously agreed to, and the secretary was 
instructed to send a copy uf it to Dr. Achilli." 
Cross-examined hy the Attorne!/ Gcncral.-I recoIled AchilJi coming- 
to England after the resolution of the committee with respe(.t to the 
dosing of the Mission !louse. Was there afterwards a rebo]ution of 
the committee of the HJth J und Yes; when a letter was 1'e:1l1 fr,)111 
the bishop of Gihraltar, in which his lunh,hip C':\.l'resse,l his great dis- 
satisfaction with the conduct of Achilli with respect to Saccares. '('he 
Attonu'/I acncral (angrily).-I object to the \\ itllCSS stating the contents 
of the bishop of Gibl'a1tar's letter. 1 simply wanted to know tlw 
resolution to which the committee came. The witness then read HH' 
following l'eso]ution of the committee :-" The committee, having- takl'n 
a review of the whole condnct of Dr. Achilli, in cOllIH'etion with the 
statements of the bishop of Gibmltar, came to the following resolution: 
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-' That Dr. Al'hilIi having voluntarily abandoned his post at)\Ialta, 
during term tinw, without the permis:ôion, and even contrary to the 
expressed wishes, of the committee, as contained in their letter of 
April 18th, resolved, that the engagement between the committee and 
Dr. Achilli must be considered as virtually terminated by his act.'" 
That resolution was communicated to Achilli. The Attorn('y General 
objected that only the resolution was to be received. Sir A. Cockburn. 
-I submit that the statements of the bishop of Gibraltar must be read, 
as referred to in the resolution. The Attorney General eagerly objected. 
Lord CA;\[PßELL.-I think the whole forms one document. The 
Attorney General.-I asked only for the resolution. Lord CAMPBELl,. 
-The statements referred to are a kind of preamble, and form part of 
the resolution. The Atto1"fl.e.y General.- The resolution was sent to 
Achilli, not the reasons, which are not evidence against him. Sir 
A. Cockbun
.- What I ask for is matter of recital, and leads to the 
resolution; without it we have not the whole of the resolution. It im- 
plies that, in consequence of what was stated by the bishop of Gibraltar, 
the resolution is come to. Lord CAl\[PBELL.-Does not the resolution 
begin at the words, "The committee having taken a review," &c. Sir 
A. Cocklmrn.-The question is, on what grounds Achilli was dismissed; 
my learned friend wants to confine me to the resolution, but my objet't 
is to show that the committee took into consideration a great deal more 
than they thought it necessary to say in the resolution. Lord CAMP- 
BELL.-I think that as the resolution refers to the bishol)'S statements 
as to matter of recital, the whole must be read.i 
The Earl of Shaftesbury examined by Sir A. Cockburn.-I was chair- 
man of the Malta Protestant College. Complaints of Dr. Achilli's 
conduct with respect to Saccares were forwaròed to the committee. 
Accusations of immorality against Saccares and Leollini had been pre- 
viously forwarded to the committee, and this matter was referred to the 
autho
'ities of the college for investigation. One of these authorities 
was Dr. Achilli himself, as the head of the department of ex-priests. 
It became his duty, in conjunction with 1\lr. Hadfield, the head of the 
college, to conduct an inquiry into the conduct of these persons, Leo- 
nini and Saccares. 'Ve heard afterwards that Dr. Achilli had sent 
Saccares away. 'Ve received a letter from the bishop of Gibraltar, 
and 011 the receipt of that letter, it appeared useless to continue the in- 
quiry when the principal party had heen sent out of the way, to avoid 
examination. The Attorney Genc1"al objected. Lord CAMPBELL.- 
The resolution speaks for itself. Sir A. Cockbzl1"n.-Did Achilli come 
to London in consequence of a summons from you? No. Did he 
anticipate that summons by coming to London? Yes. Had he any 
authority from you to leave his post, and come to London? No. On 
his arrival did he state reasons for leaving :Malta? Not that I am 
aware of; except that he said he came on business of his own. Before 
his arrival you had acted? Before his ani val we had come to the reso- 
lution to break up the whole establishment, belieying that the evil 
could not be eradicated. 
The Attorney General again objected to entering into tIle reasons 
of their dismissal; it was recorded in the resolution already produced 
i Let the reader observe this; the reasons recited in a resolution of a volun- 
tary society are to be read (and rightly and reasonably) as forming part of it; 
but afterwards, the Lord Chief Justice refused to receive the reasons recited 
in a judgment of a regular court of justice, of a sovereign and independent 
prince ! 
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that Dr. Achilli's engagement was vÏ1'tually terminated by his own 
art; and nothing was there said as to his having sent Saccares out 
of the wayw Sir A. Cockburn.-Though that was not adverted to, I 
will show that it was taken into consideration. Lord CAMPßELL.- 
We cannot ask about what was passing in the minds of the com- 
mittee. Sir A. CocI:burn.-I propose to prove what passed at the 
meeting of the committee. Lord CUIPBELL.-The resolution with. 
its preamble states the reasons of the dismissal. Sir A. Cockburn.- 
They are not all stated. The question is what they were. Lord 
CAMPBELL.- W e must take them from the resolution. Sir A. Cock- 
hurn.-There might be many grounds on which they were unanimous, 
out in order to avoid exposure they may only have stated one of them 
in the resolution. Surel)', when afterwards a question arises as to what 
they were, the resolution is not to be conclusive 1 'l'he question is on 
what grounds the committee really proceeded. Lord CA:aIPBELL.-The 
resolution states them, and you cannot go further and enter into other 
g-rounds. Sir A. Cockburn.-Then we are shut out from proof plainly 
applicahle to the issue. j 
Dr. Bonavia examined by 1\-lr. Bramwcll.-I was tea
her of Latin 
and Italian at the college of :Malta. I was there teaching for the last 
three years. I remember Achilli being there; he resided at the same 
house with Leonini and Saccares. I had some conversation with him 
respecting the charges which were made against them. I asked him if 
he had heard the reports which were circulated with respect to them in 
the town 1 He said he had. I next asked if he believed them 1 He 
replied that he did not. Did he express allY opinion as to the propriety 
of what had taken place 1 So far as I remember he did not express 
any disapproval. Did he use any expression as to its heing wrong-1 
The Attorney General objected. The witness continue d.-I asked if he 
thought it was judicious to permit the visits of a married lady who it 
was said used to come from Valetta to visit Leonini at the Mission 
IIouse 1 He in return asked me if I thought it was wrong 1 I said it 
was not judicious, on account of the reports which were circulated in 
the town, anò that it was especially injudicious to allow the lady to be 
admitted to Leonini's own room. He asked again whether there was 
any harm in permitting such visits? I said I thought it was wrong, 
Leonini being a bachelor, and it lllight lead to baò results. lIe then got 
into a passion, rose from his chair, and said, "You are too scrupulous 
hecause you are married; if you were a bachelor perhaps you would 
do worse than Leonini; it would be better for you to mind your own 
business, and not to meddle with our affairs, if you wish to continue in 
our friendship." He then left me in the room, and went to join his 
companions, who were playing cards. 
Cross-examined by the Attorney General.-Have you ever told this 
to anybody before this? This is the second timc I have ever mentioned 
this conversation. What was the first 1 I told it first to 1\11'. Lewin 
(thc defendant's attorney), after my arrival in London. I have hcen 
five months in London upon this affair. Sir A. Cockburn.-We wantc!l 
to try it four months a,go, but were prevented. Witness continued.-l 
am a member of the Maltese bar, but I do not carryon the profcssion, 
j 'Vhich was, that Achilli had been dismissed for reasons the committee ('ouM 
not get themselves to describe. The effect of the decision was, to exclude a 
great deal of evidence contained in the minutes of the committee (portions of 
which they had published), and referring to other reasons they did not think 
proper to publi:;h. 
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ùeing teacher of Italian in the Maltese College. The Attorney General. 
-Did you go to Mr. Lewin, or he come to you 1 Neither. How came 
you to mention it? After I had heard of the case, I thought it my 
duty, being called upon to come here, and say all I knew for the sake 
of truth. \Vho advised you to come here? Am I bound to answer 
 
Lord CAMPBELL.-You are. Witness.-It was Dr. Bryan, vice-presi- 
dent of the college. k The Attorney General.-How did he know of the 
conversation between you and Dr. Achilli? No one knew. 
Re-examined by Sil' A. Cockburn.-How came Dr. Bryan to send 
you? I do not know. Did you mention to him that JOu had conver- 
sations with Leonini and Saccares? Yes} Sir A. Cockburn.-My 
lord, I have a brief full of the evidence of these persons. m 
Harriet Harris, u by Mr. Addison.-I am aged twenty-two. I nm 
now in service. In :March, 1850, I was engaged as a servant by Dr. 
Achilli, who was then living in Northumberland-street, Strand. He 
had just taken a house in Shaftesbury-crescent, Pimlico. I went there 
in the morning. I found there a :Mr. Castellini, who was making- the 
drawing-room carpet. Dr. Achilli arrived soon after in a caù. Mrs. 
Achilli did not arrive until ß fortnight afterwards. I got dinner ready. 
Dr. Achilli was in and out of the kitchen during the day. In the 
evening, Dr. Achilli came in and took very improper liberties with me. 
There was then no one in the house but ourselves. He put his hand 
round my waist. He kissed me. I did not consent, but got away from 
him as soon as possible, and went into the back kitchen. He followed 
me there, and told me what he had gone through when he was abroad, 
and amongst other things he said that he had been imprisoned for six 
months. When he was in the back kitchen, he attempted to put his 
arms round my waist and my neck, and to kiss me. He then went 
out, I think. He came in after I went to bed, I think about twelve 
o'clock. Nothing more took place that evening. He made several 
attempts subsequently to put his anus round me, but I got away fl.om 
him, and he kissed me twice when I was not aware of it. I mentioned 
this to my aunt, .i\Irs. Cadogan, and to 1\1r. Castellini. These attempts 
all took place before 1\1rs. Achilli came back. He did not repeat them 
suhsequelltIy. 
Cross-examined by the Solicito
 Gencral.-I had been in service six 
months before I went to Dr. Achilli's house. I remained in Dr. Achilli's 
service three months. Mrs. Achilli came home about a fortnight after 
I went, but I never told her of these libert.ies. 1\1rs. Achilli found fault 
with me about the kitchen being dirty. I afterwards gave "her warn- 
ing. I subsequently asked her to let me stay, but she refused. o I re- 


k Why should he have mentioned it to anyone? The ex-priests had all 
removed, and there was an end of the affair. The conversation only became 
important on account of the present proceedings, and the issue raised on them j 
amI then naturally it would recur to his recollection. Yet, not only the 
Attorney General, but the I"ord Chief Justice seized hold on this slight circum- 
stance to discredit this most respectable person's evidence! 
I This of course eXplained Dr. Bryan's sending the witness without his know- 
ing tbe particular conversation above df'posed to, which would transpire, probably, 
upon examination by defendant's attornf'Y. 
m Including the evidence of Kaossi, who, however, could not be got hold of: 
another instance of the difficulties of Dr. Newman. 
n A very pleasing, modest-looking girl. 
o Mrs. Achilli afterwards states the reason, which casts no discredit on the 
girl. She was said to be dirty: she did not look so. 
u2 



100 


REPORT OF TIlE TUIAL. 


fer red a lady afterwanIs to her for a character; she saill she could not 
give me a character for deanliness, and she said two or three other 
thing's about me which I did not think l'ight. }'ly aunt was the first 
person who spoke t.o me about coming here to give evidence. I after- 
wards saw 1\1r. Lewin. These things never took place anywhere except 
in the kitchen. 
Re-examined.-Dr. Achilli often came into the kitchen. 

hs. Cadogan.-Harriet Harris is my niece. I remember her com- 
plaining to me of what Dr. Achilli had done to her during the first 
week that she was there. She complained that he had used indecent 
liberties towards her. 
Cross-examined by the Attorne.'1 General.- \Vhen my niece spoke to 
me I did not at once 
o off to Dr. Achilli to remonstrate; I did not 
mention the matter to l\lrs. Achil1i after she had arrived. I first men- 
tioned it to 1\1rs. Castellini, about a month after my niece left. I saw 
Mr. Lewin, the lawyer, about this business about six weeks ago. 
Re-examined by Sir A. Cockbum.-When my niece came to me I 
said I understood that :\Irs. Achilli was coming- home in a few days. 
Jane Legge I' examined.-I was in the service of Dr. Achilli about 
ten months ago. I was in his service seven or eight mouths altogether. 
I was servant of all work. He then lived at Shaftesbury-crescent, 
Pimlico. During the time I was in his service he took liberties with 
me. He began to do it about three months after I had entered his ser- 
vice. I gave notice to leave, and he asked me to stop on. I did so. He 
had before that kissed me two or three times, hut nothing else. He 
took other liberties with me a day or two after that on which I had con- 
sented to stop. lIe came up to me when I was in my mistress's bed- 
room, and took liberties with me. Eventuallv he was too intimate with 
me. This happened several times, and I uítimately became pregnant. 
I stayed about four months after that. I left because my mistress gave 
me notice to leave. I afterwards I-!;ot another place, for which Mrs. 
AchiHi gave me a very good chal'acter. 1 was afterwards delivered of 
a child, which died. I saw Dr. Achilli ahout a fortnig-ht before I was 
confined. I did not speak to him about my situation, because I was 
not with him more than a minute or two. While I was at Dr. Achilli's, 
a fl'iend of his, Mr, Augustini, was staying there. lIe also was inti- 
mate with me. ] never told Dr. Achilli. I am now stopping with 

[rs. .Johnstone, Vauxhall-road, where [ have been awaiting- this trial. 
I was before that living with my sister, :Mrs. Logan. I saw Dr. 
Achilli there, on the occasion of his coming to see a gentleman who 
lodged at my sister's house, That was after the death of my child. I 
never asked him for anything; he never gave me anything-. I have 
since seen him at .!\Irs, Logan's, and have spoken to him about coming 
here. About five weeks after the death of my child, I told him of my 
subpæna to give evidence on this tl.jal. He said that I had no need to 
go. I told him again ahout a week after, that I had to go; and he said 
to me that I was to shut the door in the faces of those who came to 
Buupæna me. 
Cross-examined by the Solicitor Gellcral.-T had lived at two places in 
London before Dr. Achilli's; but, subse(luentIy to that, Iliad been ill 
the country for two years. Mrs. AchiUi never complained of my con- 
duct with regard to men. She only said that she would not aHow a 
young man to come to see me. I did not meet a man outside the house. 


P A girl who appeared to speak truthfully. 
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After she had spoken to me, I received a young man, a friend, in the 
house. She came down stairs one night after her return fl'om a party, 
and found a young man in the back kitchen. He had been in the 
house about two hours. She did not then tell me that I must leave her 
service. The Solicitor Gcneral.-How many men were you in the habit 
of seeing while you were at Dr. Achilli's 1 I am not oblig-ed to answer 
that question. Lord C.UtIPBELL.- Y ou must answer. I had no men 
come to see me except that young- man and another friend of mine, who 
came to see me once or twice. The Solicitor General.-Then you have 
told us of Augustini besides; that makes three men. Any more P I 
have not told you that I had anything improper with the other two. 
Lord CAMPBELL.-Did they come to court you 1 Yes, sir. (Laughter.) 
1\'Irs. Achilli never found fault with me, except with regard to that 
young man. She said she would not allow him to come in the evening, 
but that he might come in the morning if he liked. She never saw 
anything wrong in me with regard to any man in her life. The Soli- 
citor Gencral.-Did you "ever, after she had found fault with you about 
the young man being behind the door in the kitchen, say one word 
about Dr. Achilli having taken liberties with you 1 No, sir. Do you 
remember her one night telling you to go to bed, and that she after- 
wards watched, and found that you had opened the area door, and had 
gone out.? Yes; I went to speåk to my friend at the door; nothing 
more. 'Vas it a man or a woman? A man. Did she not tell you 
that you must quit her service? No, sir. 
Sarah Log-an.-I am the wife of John Logan, an engineer, who lives 
at 11, Shaftesbury-crescent, Pimlico. I am the sister of the last 
witness. She was delivered at my house. Dr. Achilli came to my 
house to take lodgings for two friends. Subsequently a clerk from 
1\11'. Lewin's came to inquire about my sister. I sent to inform Dr. 
Achilli about it. He came to me one day, in the evening, and said 
that 1\1rs. Castellini was employed by Dr. Newman's party,-that Dr. 
Newman was a 'Very bad man, q and he hoped to have him sent to prison. 
He said if the people came again I was to shut the door in their faces. 
I said it had been a great expense to us having- to keep my sister, par- 
ticularly as the baby had died in our house. He said, " Yes, yes." He 
said nothing more, except that he would come again, and repeated that 
we were to shut the door in the faces of any persons who came t.o serve 
us with subpænas. r.!'wo or three days afterwards he came again to 
us. We had then been subpænaed. We showed him the subpænas, 
and he said he thought they would not compel us to go. He said 
that he thought my sister Jane had nothing to say against him. I said, 
"Of course, sir, you know what passed between you and Jane." He 
made me no answer. Nothing more was then said. Some days after he 
came again, about an anonymous letter which had been sent him about 
my sister. It said he ought to be ashamed to draw poor domestics into 
trouble, and not bear them through it; and that unless he sent 5l, to 
defray all expenses, he should further hear of it. I said that I did not 
know who had sent it. Dr. Achilli said that it must have come from 
the same parties as the subpænas. 
Cross-examined by the Attor1lql Gencral.-Dr. Achilli talked to me 
in English on every occasion: I cannot tell from where my sister 


q The reader will remark this. 
T When examined, it will be observed, he !laid, he could not speak English 
well enough; and claimed to be examined, through an interpreter. in Italian. 
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came to my house. I belicve that it. is owing to M.rs. Castellini that 
we were subpænaed. I did not wish to come here to he mixed up in 
the business: and therefore I said to my sister, on seeing her talhing to 
Mrs. Castellini after we had received our subpænas, "I had rather 
pit 
in her face than talk to her." (Laughter.) I did not wish my sister to 
have anything to say to her. 
Re-examined by Sir A. Cockburn.-This was after I had seen Dr. 
Achilli. 
Sarah Wood t examined by Mr. Brmnwcll.-I am aged 1D. I am 
now living wit.h my parents at Windsor. I have lived in the service 
uf Dr. Achilli. I entered his service in March of the year hefore last. 
I came to his house from the House of Mercy, at Windsor; Mrs. Tcnnent 
sent me. lIe took liberties with me aft-er I had been with him ahout 
a fortnight. I went up stairs to dear out Augustini's Led-room, and 
while I was there, Ach1l1i came in; he followed me several times round 
the I"OOm and tried to put his hands round my waist, hut he did not 
succeed, as I walked away from him. His proceedings WCl'e inter- 
rupted by a knock at the door. lie ran down stairs and commenced 
writing. I went down to see who it was, and found it was my mistress, 
who had returned home for her parasol. After she went out again I 
went back to the bedroom, and he followed and renewed his attempts. 
I walked away and hegan to cry, and threatened to write to 1\1rs. 
'fenncnt. lIe said if I did I should be a very naughty girl. lIe gave 
me a religious book, the title of which was" Come to Jesus." Ahout a 
fortnight afterwards, when 1\1rs. Achilli was out, he called me into hi
 
dressing-room to dust the table. I knelt down for the purpose of dust- 
ing the legs, and while I was doing this he holted the door, and then 
taking me by the shoulders threw me with great force upon a heò. I 
resisted with all my might, lmt could not get away. lie was intimate 
with me then against my will. I told him I would leave. I stayC'd 
five months afterwards, however. I left because I was so ill that I could 
not stay any longer. I could not write. I asked my mistress to write 
to Mrs. Tennent, but she would not. u When I got ill she wrote to 
some one who wrote to Mrs. Tennent. My father then came to take me 
away. 
Cross-examined by the Attorney Gcncral.-Tlle House of .ì\[er('y is a 
place for women who have misconducted themselves. I was tahcn in 
there on the recomnlendation of Mrs. Tennent. I was in the house 
about nineteen months; I was sixteen when I went there. l\T rs. Tenncnt 
recommended me to Mrs. AchilIi. I am a Protestant. I fasted during 
part of Lent, while I was with 1\1rs. Tennent, Lut not ,dlÍle I was at 
Dr. Achilli's. lIad you 110t a hymn-hook to the Virgin :Mary?v No. 
Some peuple say that the House of :i\1ercy is a Roman Catholic esta- 
hlishment, hut I believe it is not. W 1\1rs. Achilli told me that Mrs. 
Tennent had heen a Roman Catholic, but had left that religion. I told 


· She was clearly a reluctant witness, as any person so respectable na- 
turally woulll bp.-to detail the disgrace of her own sister. This, of course, 
adds to the value of her evidence. 
t A girl, equally plain looking and plain speaking. The Attorney General 
sneered bitterly at her plainness of look, but did not allude to hcr plainness of 
speech, which had a remarkable air of truthfulness and sincerity. 
u 1\Irs. Achilli was not asked if this were untrue. 
v What a question to discredit a witness by ! One of the finest pas5ages in 
Sir A. Cockburn's reply is upon this. 
.. It is a Tractarian house. 



REPonT OF TIlE 1'ItIAL. 


103 


no one of the liberties which Dr. Achilli had taken witil me l until 
about four months ago, when one of Mr. Lewin's clerks came to me 
at Windsor. I did not then tell him about the worst part of the liber- 
ties. Three or four days afterwards, however, my father and mother 
questioned me about the matter, and I told my mother all. They told 
me I should tell the truth, and I then got a woman to write to 1\lr. 
Lewin to tell him all that had passed between me and Dr. Achilli. 
Re-examined.-I had been seduced before I wcnt to the House of 
l\lel'cy. I went there in consequence of having quaITelled with my 
family. 
13y the CouRT.-I was away from my father's house about three days 
before I went to the House of Mercy. I had been seduced about six 
months previously. I first went there without his knowledge. I had 
been to school, but I left as soon as I could nUl'se the baby. 
Catherine Gorman.-I lived in service with .l\Iiss Lambert, 3, St. 
James's-street, from 1843 to 1349. Dr. Achilli came to lodge there ill 
1B47, before he went to )lalta. About six months after he came, he 
attempted to take liberties with me b.r putting his hands about my waist. 
He asked me to confess to him. I got away from him. On one occasion 
subsecluently he asked me tD show him the name of a street on the map. 
I went up to the table for the purpose; he came to me. I went away 
directly. I am a Catholic, and mentioned these things to my confessor, 
and in consequence of advice I received from him I avoided being alone 
with Dr. Achilli.Y Dr. Achilli, while at Miss Lambert's, was irregular 
in his habits, and used to come in late at night. 
Cross-examined by the Solicitor General. -Miss Lambert was a dress- 
maker. I never told her of this conduct on the part of Dr. Achilli." I 
was first applied to about coming here by 1\1r. Simpson, of Clapham- 
common. He is a Roman Catholic, living upon his own property. I 
have also seen Father Hutchinson, at the Oratory, about it. He came 
to me about a week after 
Ir. Simpson. 
Mr. James V. Harting examined by )[r. ßadele!l.-I am a solicitor, 
in Lincoln's-inn-fields. Lord CAJI PBELL. - Are you a Roman Catho- 
Ee? I am, my lord. :\lr. Badelc!I.-I was empioyed in November or 
December last to go al)l'oad to collect the evidence necessary in this 
case. I went first to Rome, then to Viterbo, then again to Rome, then 
to Naples, then to Malta, then back to Naples; afterwards once more to 
Uome, and thence home. At Vitel"bo I entered into communication 
with the bishop and his vicar-general, and with the priors of St. 
Quercea and another convent. I communicated also with the police 


][ He had told her that Dr. Newman was a .. bad man." 
Y Let the reader who is prejudiced against the practice of confelision remark 
this, It probably saved the girl, as it would have saved Giustini, had she 
followed the confessor's advice. Moreover, in both cases tbe advice given 
3ppears to have been the same-to avoid the occasion of temptation-the best. 
test of sincerity; and what can more strongly show the falsity of the "ulgar idea 
about confessing, and sinning again, &c., so current in anti-Catholic publica- 
tions, or on anti-Catholic platforms. 
This does not seem at all decisive; the poor girl would be disheartened by 
the destruction of the notice she had hoped to be restored to; and her voice and 
manner betokened a great degree of depression-almost despair. 
z Here, again, the inference insinuated is fallacious. Of what use would it 
have been to mention it to the mistress? She would not have believed the girl, 
on the denial of a clergyman; and the girl would more likely have lo:;t her 
lliace than the landlady her lodger. 
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authorities at Viterbo, and the apostolic delegate. The gonfalonière of 
Viterbo (an officer resembling a mayor), told me that he could not fur- 
nish me with any police documents, because they had all been destroyed. 
I received from him a declaration of what he heard. Lord CAIIIPBELL 
-Is not this a waste of time? There are no documents to produce. 
:Mr. Badeley.-You went to Naples? Yes; I went to the l\1inister for 
Ecclesiastical Affairs, and obtained a copy of a lettcr addressed by the 
:Minister of Police to the Minister of Ecclesiastical Affairs of Naples. 
Lord CAMPBELL, - How do you make that evidence? Sir A. Coc/c- 
hurn.-It is an official report from the Minister of Police. The allega- 
tion it is produced to prove is, that on a certain police report of Naples 
the name of Achilli appears in connection with a certain statement. 
Lord CAMPBELL (referring to the plea).-That, in a certain official 
document or report of the officer of police at Naples, he is mentioned 
as known for habitual incontinence. It is in sup}}ort of that allega- 
tion '? Sir A. Cockburn.- Yes; and first we show that it is an official 
report of the police, and then we produce it from the office of the 
l\Iinister fur Ecclesiastical Affairs. Lord CAIIIPBELL. - Is that the 
proper custody? Sir A. Cockburn. - It was a report made to that 
department, which had jmisdiction over the subject matter, the conduct 
of a priest. The document emanates originally from the proper depart- 
ment, and it is produced from the proper department, The Attortll.!l 
Gcneral.-How can the witness know that? or even if it purport to he 
so, how can it give itself an authentic character? That mu:;t be esta- 
blished hy other evidence. Lord CHIPBELL.-It is produced by a most 
respectahle gentleman, no doubt; but what proof have I that it is an 
official document of the Neapolitan police? Sir A. Cockburn. - There 
are certain official seals on it. (To the witness) You went to the 
office the Minister of Ecclesiastical Affairs directed you to? - Yes; 
there was over the door all inscription, "Office of Minister of Eccle- 
siastical Affairs." I asked for the official report made by the l\lini
ter 
of Police in regard to Giovanni AclÜlli. I went to the l\1ini:ster of .Police. 
I was introduced to him by that appel1ation. He told me that being an 
ecclesiastical affair, the document would be found in the ecclesia:;tical 
department. At that office the original document was llroùuced, uf 
which thi:s is a copy. It was produced from the archives, anù wa:; UI1 
the filc of papers relating to this ('ase. \Vas that the proper custod
' ? 
Yes. The Atto1"1lf'Y Geueral. - How do yon knuw 
 The prolle1' 
authorities tuld me so. By Sir A. CoddJllJït.-I saw the seals attixed ; 
one is the seal of the office 'of ecclesia:;tic.al offairs ; the other is the seal 
of the ministry of foreign affairs. I took it there, and had the seal 
impressed in my presence.- Lord CAì\II'BELL. - The ducument is 
clearly inaòmissible. b 
Sir A. Cockbll'J"u. - Do .you produce a copy of the jmlg-nH'nt uf the 
Court of I 1Hluisition '
c Y C8. Is that a l'q
ular triLmllal in Romc, 
having juri:;diction over ecclesia:;tic8 
d It is. The AttoJ"/l('!I General.- 
a 'Vhat could he have done more? 
b Which !ihows (if it be !io) the strict technical ab!>urdity of the English law. 
A document was offered, not to prove that Achilli was incontinent, hut that he 
,,-as reported as so; which is all that the libel and plea alleged; !iO the decision 
was that the document was not proved to be a copy of the report. How could 
it possibly be prm.ed, then? 
C Now ensued a struggle as to the admis!:>ihility of this docum('nt, which 
formed, in a legal point of view, the most interesting feature of the ca!:>c. 
d The reader is requested to con!:>ider a few remarkli on the might and cha- 
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Huw 00 .You know the business of the COUl't? I hope you have hao no 
personal acquaintance with it? I know it from the statements of the 
assPssor. I applieo at the office of the tribunal. 
The .Attorney General.- There is no evidence that this is the regular 


racter of the Roman Inquisition. In our own Anglo-Saxon laws, the principle 
is to be found-that offences against the religion recognised by the state, are not 
merely spiritual offences, but crimes against society, which the state is bound to 
punish; and hence, in those laws are to be seen secular penalties for spiritual 
offences. And Balmez shows that opinions opposed to the interests of morality, 
society, and the safety of the state, are crimes against the state, and cognizable 
by the civil power.-Protestantism and Catholicism Compared. Now, this 
was the general character of the mediæval sects against which the Inquisition 
was directed. If the third Council of Lateran sanctions the severe measures 
enacted by the civil power against the sectaries of those times, it is because, in 
the words of the decree, " they exhibited such barbarities against Christians, as 
not to spare churches or monasteries, but destroying and wasting aU like pagans." 
-Harduini Call. Conciliorum, vi. p. 2. Llorente, in citing the decree, omits 
this clause! which is precisely the description of the Wickliffites, the Waldenses, 
and the Lutheran or Calvinist reformers, who "wasted and destroyed, like 
pagans, and acted exactly as the Danes had done many centuries before. not 
sparing monasteries or churches." Even 1\I0sheim admits that the Cathari 
raised disturbances in nearly all the states of Europe.-(ii. 465.) (See, as to 
the infernal atrocities of the Lutherans and Cavinists, /lJores Catholici, last 
book.) The Albigensl's, according to a contemporary account he preserves, held 
that all acts of Christian virtue were superfluous, and that the crimes of the 
voluptuaries would not meet with punishment-which reminds one irresistibly of 
the blasphemous "sin boldly" of Luther, and the sentiments ascribed to 
Achilli in the evidence. Arnold of Brescia attempted a revolution, civil as well 
as ecclesiastical.-lI-'losheim, ü. 471. The Henricians burned the sacred em- 
blems of Christianity, tortured and insulted the clergy, and forced monks by 
violence to a violation of their vows.-Fleury, iv. 571::\. And the Huguenots in 
France, or the Stadingers in Germany, committed similar excesses.-Fleury, 
v. 251. The Council of Verona, in which the tribunal of the Inquisition was 
first formally established, 1184, was a mixed assembly, in which the emperor 
acted with the ecclesiastical powers; and the organization it received in the 
Council of Toulouse, 1229, was the result of painful memories uf the long and 
sanguinary struggle to which the Albigensian atrocities had given occasion. 
The original constitution simply required each bishop to visit anllually suspected 
districts of his diocese, summon witnesses before him, and interrogate them on 
oath for the di!'covery of heretics, such as those above described, and members 
of secret associations. In the Council of Toulouse it was first ordained that 
th
re should be a standing commission in each parish, consisting of the parish 
priest, and two or three laymen of good repute, whose duty it would be to report 
to the bishop and magistrate cases (i. e, of the character above described) occurring 
within their districts. It 
as in 1248 that the Dominican order received the 
special superintendence of the tribunal. The popes reserved superior authority 
and power of appeal, and invariably exercised it in favour of moderation and 
mercy.-See Llorente and Balmez. The Roman Inquisition is not to be con- 
founded with the Spanish, which was not established until 1482, and was purely 
l
cal amI political, not OI.ly without the privity of the pope, but in opposition to 
hIs remoIl
trances; and repeatedly checked by appeal from its sentences, Thus, 
then, the Roman Inquisition is as old ru;, the twelfth century, has ever since been 
a 
e
ognised legal and ecclesiastical tribunal, had its origin rather in civil than 

pIrltual offences, was reasonable and moderate in its character, and, from its 

ery nature, was peculiarly directed, not so much against mere heresy, as against 
Immorality. This is the tribunal of which the Lord Chief Ju::;tice of England 
"as so ignorant, and against which he had such \ ulgar prejudice, that he pro- 
fe:,
ed not to know it had a regular legal charader at all! and then, even in. 
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course hy which a document of this kind is authenticated or made 
admissible; if it be admissible at all. Lord CAl\[PBEI.L (to the 
witness ).- Was that the office professing to he the office for transacting 
Lusiness belonging to this court? It was. What part of Rome is it 


opposition to sworn evidence of one of the best canonists in Europe, said he håd 
a notion that it had to do only with heresy, and not with immorality! This is 
the tribunal, too, of which he said, " Thank God, we have no Inquisition ill this 
country!" which, if it referred to the mode of procedure, was simply untrue, 
seeing that commissions of Inquisition are illentified with the law of England 
from the earliest times; and the original constitution of the Roman Inquisition 
resembles strIkingly the Saxon court leet in principle, for both \\ere tribunals 
lay, or partIy lay, for the discovery and suppression of nuisances, though the 
one might be more usually (not exclusively, as in the case of brothels, &c,) 
t1irected against phy
ical, the other against moral nuisances. And then, as to 
the scope of the jurisdiction; does the Lord Chief Justice of England consider it 
a thing to thank God for, that there is no parochial commission of two or three 
laymen of good repute to inquire into and suppress such abominations as those 
of the Agapemone, or of Mormonism! Proùably the people of Italy" thank 
God" they have not such abominations recognised, or silently sanctioned by 
law, in their country! And as to the secrecy of the Inquisition-its way of taking 
evidence-it can only be objectionable to prejudice and ignorance; for all the 
evidence in Chancery and the chil courts is taken in the same way; as also the 
evidence before a gmnd jury, which forms a tribunal in strong analogy to the 
Inquisition, as even in this country moral nuisances may be "presented" before 
it,-such as blasphemous publications, or public assemblies. Suppose a man 
were to teach publicly that the Scriptures were the work of impostors, should he 
not be presented to a grand jury, and indicted on their presentment? And 
would not the evidence be, in the first instance at least, taken in secret? 'Vhat 
is that but the Inquisition? And as to subsequent publicity, of what use is it 
but to raise scandal and do mischief, and spread the corruption it is desired to 
suppress? Indeed, the legislature has recently established, most wisely, an 
ecclesiastical Inquisition, under the Church Discipline Act, for secret inquiries 
into offences of clergymen; for the express purpose of preventing the scandal 
caused by offences of ministers of religion. Can there then be a prejudice more 
vulgar and more ignorant than this against the Roman Inquisition? It is the 
less creditable in men of rank, education, and station, because all accounts, ancient 
and modern, attest the extreme moderation of the Homan Inquisition, and its 
regular recognised system. In 1;)41, Pope Paul III. urged the Neapolitans to 
resist the introduction of the Spanbh Inquisition, because it was excessi\cly 
sevcre, and refused to moderate its rigoul' by the example of the Roman, which 
bad been in operation three years without a single complaint. And, in 15G3, 
l)ope Pius IV., in the same spirit, advised the Milanese, that their Inqui
ition 
8hould continue, as of old, subject to the Roman court, whose rules of procedure 
wcre extremely mild, amI left the accused the fullest liberty of defence.- 
Llorente. Thus as long ago as the age of the Reformation, the Roman Inqui- 

ition had regular recognised rules of procedure. And so recently as the })rescnt 

eneration, the VisC'ount de Tournay, prefect of Rome under Napolt'on, from 
1810 to 1815, published a description of the Inqmsition. .. The duties of the 
congregation of the holy office are very well known; but that which is mueh 
less so, is the moderation of its decisions, and the gentleness of its proceedings. 
Now the size of the prisons, and their healthiness and cleanliness, are a proof 
of the feelings of humanity of those who presided over them."-Etudes Statis- 
ti'lues, vol. ii, p. 47. 
As to evidence of a judgment, it is element;ary law that" It is not matlt'r 
of substance to show letters of administration, for "hether they are legally 
granted or not, belongs to the cognizance of the I'piritual courts, \\ho are 
governed by the rules of the civil law, and, therefore, tht'Y leg-ally cannot he 
\\Gighed at commOn law, 
ince it has dift'crent roca!;ures of jurbtiietion."-Gll- 
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in? The Vatican 1 I found the notary; he refeued me to the assessor; 
the document was delivered to me by the notary. It ha
 the certificate 
of the secretary of state and archivist, Cardinal Antonelli. The 
Solicitor GClleral.-Pra), Sir, have ;you had business with the Holy 
In'luisition before? Not personally. \Vhat means have you uf know- 
ing anything of the cour
e of business in the court? From books of 
l)ractice and from seeing documents of the court. You have no perso- 
nal experience; you know nothing except what was told you? And 
what I learn from books of practice. You were never there before? 
No. Do you know anything, then, about the office? They gave me 
books of practice to refer to. A book of practice of the Holy lIHluisi- 
tion? Yes.e \Vho told you of the course of the office? The assessor 
and the notary, officials of the court. Yuu were introòuced to him as 
ll. notary of the court ? Yes. And you founò him at the office of the 
I l1fluisition ? Yes. lIe was spoken of as a notary of the In<} uibition ? 
Yes. Lord CAMPBELL.-He would not know St. Peter's until he was 
told. (Laughter.) The Solicitm' General.- Y ou know nothing of the 
document but that he gave it you? No. You compared it with no 
other document? No. Do you know anything- of the genuineness of 
the document, or whether it is a copy of the judgment? Except from 
what he told me, and from the seal of the uffice. I saw the seal afli.xed 
at the office, and Cardinal Antonelli's afterwards. The office was at the 
Vatican, in the rooms appropriated to the Imluisition. Lord C.\l'rll'- 


bert on Evidence, 95. So probate of a will under the seal of the court is suffi- 
cient, and no evidence to the contrary can be given, for the spiritual courts are 
the proper judges. But the adverse party may give in evidence that the probate 
is forged, or obtained by surprise.-Ibid. 75. In the present case, the Court 
presumed it to be forged, at least, in part. So again, exemplifications are of 
hetter credit than any sworn copy, for the courts of justice that put those names 
to a copy are supposed more capable to examine, and more exact and critical in 
their e
amination, than any other person is or can be; and, besides, there is 
more credit given to their seal than to the testimony of any private person; and 
therefore we are more sure of a fair and })erfect copy when it comes attested 
under their seal, than if it were a copy sworn to by any private person,-Ibid. 
e Of which this is a summary :-" The Court of Holy Office is charged with 
the correction of aU offences against faith and morals, and from the nature of 
its functions proceeds most commonly on accusation made, or, as it is teclmi- 
cally termed, · per via di denunzia.' In cases of notorious offenders it proceeds 
ex debite officii, or 'per via de Inquisizione.' 
.. The depositions are all taken on oath, and in writing, by the notary of the 
court, and are signed by him and by the witness. If, after preliminary inquiry 
and perusal, and consideration of the evidence so taken, the judge considers that 
the case should proceed, he decrees accordingly; and upon the decree so maùe 
which is signed by the notary, a citation issues. After the evidence against the 
accused is completed, the accused is interrogated upon the facts so obtainell; 
and if he denies them, the evidence is read over to him; but in the first instam'e 
the names of the witnesses are not given. If he still persists in his denial, he is 
confronted with the witnesses, and all are again interrogated in the other's 
presence, and he may call witnesses to contradict-if he can. Upon the rr'sult 
the judges then proceed to judgment. In cases where the accused, upon inter- 
rogation, confesses the charges, or some of them, no confrontation takes place. 
The preliminary depositions,-the del'ree to proceed, the citation and return, 
the evidence in substantiation of the charges, and of the accused, and of his wit- 
nesses (if any) for the defence, with the judgment, and what was done thereon,- 
make up the process which is preserved as nf record in the archi\cs of the 
court." See Achilli's own admis:sion as to its fair procedutt:. ' 
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BELL.-I don't suppose the prisoners are there! The Solicitor Gene-ral. 
- 'Vho introduced you there? Am I obliged to state? Certainly. I 
have no ohjection to write it on a paper for the Lord Chief Justice. 
The Solicitor General.-No; I must have an answer. It was 'Monsignor 
Talbot. Lord CA:\IPBELL.-Private secretm'y to the Pope! r 
The Bishop of Southwark called (as Dr. Grant) and examined by 
Sir .A. Coclcbum.-Dr. Grant, you are a Catholic bishop? I am. 
Lord CA}[PDELL. -Of what see? The bishop was silent. Sir A. 
Coclcbztrn was about to object. The Attorney General rose and said, 
"The public prosecutor is present!" Lord CAMPBELL exclaimed, 
"Oh, I will not press for an answer!" Sir A. Coclcburn.- Were you 
resident in Rome for many years? For nearly fifteen years. You were 
for some time rector of the English College at Rome? g I was. During- 
your residence there, the matters with which I was charged led me to 
an acquaint.ance with the business of the courts of Rome. I know the 
Inquisition among other courts. The office is in the Vatican; formerly 
it was in the palace called the Palace of the Inquisition, close to St. 
Peter's; but since the French occupation it has been taken into the 
Vatican: the court, however, sits elsewhere. Lord CAMPBEI.L.- 
Have you heen at Rome since the invasion of the French? I was there 
then, my Lord. Sir A. Coclcbum. - Do you know the seal of the 
court? I have never seen it actually affixed to any document; but I 
have seen documents belonging to the court. I have never received 
documents directly from the Inquisition. I have received them through 
other congregations,-as the Propaganda. 1 have applied at the office 
of the Inquisition, and the documents have come through other courts. 
1 have applied not at the office, but to the court, by petition, and have 
had answers to the petitions. The documents 1 received were seal
d; 
they had seals affixed, purporting to be the seal of the court. Looking 
at the document now produced, from having been acquainted with the 
seal of the court, I can say that this is similar. Strangers are not 
allowed to enter into the office. The COURT. - How do you know 
that? I have had to wait until the clerk came out. h 


r The Attorney General, in his reply, pressed the reluctance to mention the 
name as a proof of a conspiracy for forgery of the document? "'hat a state of 
mind that man's must be who could fasten so fearful a meaning on so trivial a 
cirrumstance! The witness was well aware of the prejudice against a "Monsignore." 
g The English college had been originally the hüt;pital of the Holy Trinity ami 
St. Thomas-established for Engli:sh pilgrims, after the destruction of the ancient 
Saxon school, in 847, which was founded by King Ina, in 727, for the education 
of Saxon ecclesiastics. It was for the maintenance of this school he originated 
Rome's smt, or Peter's pence, which was paid with some intermi:ssions until the 
reign of Henry VIII. In 1351, just 500 years ago, the present hospital was 
founded; and there exist in the archives letters from Henry VI!., eulogizing the 
toundation. In 1579, it was devoted to English exiles, and the hospital heing- 
dissolved, a college was erected, with the revenues of the former establishment. 
Cardinal Allen (on('e rector of S1. Mary's, Oxford), aided in establishing the 
college; and in 1680, the college and church were rebuilt by Cardinal Howard. 
In 1798, the French confiscated his property, and it was not restored till 1811, 
",hen Dr. Grad",ell, aftef\,ards vicar apostolic of the London district, \\as made 
rector. In 182t:!, Dr. \\'iseman suceeeded him, and was followed, in 1844, hy 
Dr. Grant. The college gives gratuitous education to twenty-five ecclesiastiral 
students. Tn the Roman unÏ\'ersities the legal studies embrace international 
law. the canon and civil law, and the institutions of erclesiastical and criminal law. 
The reader may be informed that the bishop is esteemed a very good I'anonitit. 
h The Attorney Generdl made a mo:;t mYhtel'ious and !!uspirÎouh affair of this; 
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Cross-examined by the Solicitor General.-Have you received such a 
number of documents with the seal of the court as to make YOU fami- 
liar with the seal 
 From looking at the seal on this particular document 
I believe it to be the true one. That is no answer. I ask :rou, have 
you received, yourself, a sufficient number of documents under the seal 
of the court to enable you to swear that you are familiar with the seal? 
I have l.eceived documents with the seal,-not this particular seal. 1\0, 
of course; but that form of seal, that appearance of seal? Yes? Is 
the office at the Vatican? I believe so. Believe! do you not know? 
I mean that about the time I was leaving Rome the French had 
re-occupied the Palace of the Inquisition, and that the office was, 
I believe, to be taken into the Vatican. You leal.n it from what 
you heard? I was told so by one of the officers of the Inquisition. 
Sir A. Cockburn.-Now, my Lord, I tender this judgment in evidence. 
The Attomey General. - I beg to call your lordship's attention to the 
Act 14 & 15 Viet. c. 90, s. 7, providing" that all judgments, &c. and 
an:r proceedings or decrees, may be proved in any court of justice b)r 
examined copies, or by copies authenticated by the seal of the court to 
which the original document belongs; and that if any copies shall pur- 
port to be so sealed, the same shall be admitted as evidence in every 
case in which the original document is reasonable evidence, without any 
proof of seal, or of the judicial character of the person sealing," &c. 
Now the ground on which I submit that this proof here fails is, that 
there is no evidence of the existence of a court having- jm"isdiction over 
the subject matter, which is essential, in order to make the seal of the 
court authenticate itself in this way. Sir A. Cocl.;bm"n (to the bishop 
of Southwark).-Has the Court of Inquisition jurisdiction over the 
clergy in matters ecclC'siastical? It is the supreme court in matters 
ecclesiastical. It has jurisdiction over the clergy in higher crimes. 
The Attorney Generat.-How do you know that? Because I have been 
acquainted with all the different courts, having been consulted by those 
courts upon points of law; and from being consulted by the courts, it 
was naturally my duty to know what affairs belonged to one court 
rather than another. I was employed by the English bishops in getting 
documents from each. Lord CAIIIPBELL.-Are you acquainted with 
Clluon law? I was employed by Cardinal Acton to advise him on points 
of canon law; and he was judge in several of these courts. Has the 
Inquisition a jurisdiction of its own? The court is regulated by the 
canon law. You are aware that there is a distinction between the pro- 
ceedings of a court and its jurisdiction? I am speaking of jurisdic- 
tion. I am asking whether the jurisdiction exercised by the Court of 
Inquisition exists by consent of the state? It exists by consent of the 
sovereign of the state; and in Rome its proceedings are regulated by 
the canon law. You will not distinguish between jurisdiction and pro- 
c
edings. I am now on the jurisdiction. I want to know if its juris- 
diction depends on the canon law, or whether it is peculiar to itself? 
It is a jurisdiction peculiar to itself; and I thought I had explained 
that it depended for existence on the act of the sovereign of the state, 
or sovereign. Then is the jurisdiction of the Inquisition the same in 
every state in which it is allowed to be established, or does it vary 


and pressed it as another proof of his frightful theory of forgery and fraud! A'iC 
if a much more natural reason (the true one) were not the desire to avoid 
8r.andal through any disclosure of matters of immorality that might be pending 
against any priests! 



110 


IlEPORT OF TIlE TRIAL. 


Rcc01'(ling to the will of the sovcrcig-n of each state? As a matter of 
law, I helieve that sovereig-ns have dictn,tcd to it as to its proceedings; 
for instance, in Spain, and in some particular cases; to what extent I 
do not know. Then its jurisdiction varies in different states 1 Yes. 
'Ve are now inquiring into its jurisdiction in Rome 1 Yes. It is there 
the supreme court of ecclesiastical jurisdiction. The Atto'rne.ll General. 
-Yon have not been consulted by the Inquisition? No. When you 
say you were consulted by the different courts, you mean hy the 
other courts? By Cardinal Acton, for different courts of which he 
was a member, and by the Propaganda. Not with regard to the 
Inquisition 1 I was obliged to know what proceedings would belong 
to the Inquisition. I was agent for the ecclesiastical affairs of the 
English bishops, and it was my duty to be aC(luainted with the 
particular business belonging to each court. I do not quite under- 
stand. Are we to gather, that all which does not belong to the 
other courts belongs to the Inquisition? No; the different matters 
are distributed among the different courts; and the Inquisition 
is one, the Propaganda another, the Congregation of Rites another. 
Then, knowing what is the business of the other courts, you 
assume that what does not l)elong to other courts belongs to it? I do 
not assume it; I have a knowledge, derived from the general run of 
husincss with which I was aCfluainted, as to what part g-oes to each 
particular court. Lord CAJ'HllELL.-I do not see how it is possible 
to have more satisfa.ctory evidence!i The Attorney General.-What 
are the matters within the jurisdiction of the Inquisition? The juris- 
diction is pal'tly criminal, and partly a court to advise the Holy SC'e 
on difficult questions of theology. What is the nature of the cri- 
minal jurisdiction it exercises 1 It exercises general jurisdiction on 
matters of heresy, and in great cases of immorality against eccle- 
siastics. Ha.ve you explained the whole of the jurisdiction exercised 
hy the Inquisition? What I have said takes in most of the subjects 
of it; unless, perhaps, I ought to add that there are other circum- 
stances supposed to fall under the classification of heresy. The 
Attm'ney General (sarcastically ).-Oh, heresy! no doubt. (Laug-hter.) 
Sir A. Cockbztrl1.-Cases of immorality are subject to its jurisdiction? 
Yes. Sir A. Cockburn again tendered the judgment for admission. 
Lord CAlIIPDELL.- What is the ohjection? The Attorney Gerwral.- 
I object not upon the ground of jmisdiction, nor as to the seal, hut to 
the mere production of the judgment, without any proof that Dr. 
AchiIli was before the Court, or that there were any proceedin
s on 
which it was founded. It may be a mere statement of matters 
ex parte; it may be a mere fabrication, fi.om beginning to end! J The 


i Even the Lord Chief Justice grew impatient at the peddling, pettifogging 
objpctions taken to the admission of the document; the admission of which, 
however, he afterwards entirely neutralized. 
j The atrocious suggestion, whirh involves such venerable men as Cardinal 
Antonelli, and the other ecclesiastics of the Roman congregation, in the crimes 
of conspiracy and forgery, and subornation of perjury, might have been and was 
{,<upposed at this time to be a mere savage burst at the close of a long (lay's 
strug
lp, with the anticipation of a defeat; but the reader will find that the 
Attornpy General in his reply repeated it delil>erately, and made it the ground of 
his Jpfence of Âchilli! \Vhat a dpsperate defence it was, may be imagined from 
its own nature and from the fact, that, at the close of the evidence for the 
defendant, it was gC'nerally conceived that the line taken in reply would he to 
suggest that there wcre two Achilli's (if, indeed, there could he two !); and this, 



REPORT OF TIIE TRIAL. 


111 


Solicitor General.-I have likewise to object that therc is not only no 
proof of the identity between the prosecutur and any gentleman named 
AchilJi, but there is no proof that anyone at all was before the Court! 
Lord CAMPBELL.-'fhat is what has heen just urged. The Solicitor 
Gellcral.-I contend that it is contrary to the first principles of the law 
of England to admit as evidence against a man a judgment in a cri- 
minal procedure without clear proof that he was called upon to answer. 
My Lord, this is the first time that a judgment of the lnquisilion has 
been tendered in evidence (at least, since the Reformation) in an 
English court of justice; k and whatever may be the nature of the 
court, it is not to dispense with the first principles of the English law. 
Mr. Ellis.-Even in civil matters, a judgment is not evidence where it 
appears that the party was not heard.! The confession may have 
been put in without Dr. Achilli appearing at all; and it is a tribunal 
of whose authority or seal the Court can know nothing. 
Lord CA
[PBELL.-I am called upon to determine whether this 
tlocument is 3.l1missibJe in evidence on the aUegation in the plea-. m 
I ::tm clearly of opinion that it is. I am not considering whether 
it is evidence under which Dr. Achilli could be led out to be hurnt 
alive, or to be imprisoned for life in the dungeons of the Inquisi- 
tion ; n but merely whether it sustains the allegation in the plea. 
\\T e must not be frightened at the word "Inquisition!" Thank 
Gud, the thing has no phLce in tbis country!O nut I have abun- 


it will have been seen, was actually hinted at by the Solicitor General. But 
Achilli's counsel-knowing that the very name of the Inquisition was a "tower 
of strength" to them-determined upon that which, ordinarily, would have been 
indeed a desperate course,-to defend one man by imputing forgery, conspiracy, 
and perjury, to half a hundred others! 
k But not the first time ecclesiastical judgments or documents, emanating 
from the Holy See, have been received in English courts of justice; on the 
contrary, the law of Engl;md has a distinct class of deci;;ions, and a regular 
course of procedure on the subject, 8ettled centuries ago. The course at com- 
mon law is, for the bull or brief to be certified by a Catholic prelate. When the 

atholic Church was recognised by law this would be by his seal; now it must be 
in person; and that is the only difference. Year Book 31, Edward II I., 9, 
cited in the writer's pamphlet on the Catholic hierarchy, p.25. 
I Yes, but here that did not appear; but the contrary appeared. 
m Which was, that by the Court of Inquisition, Achilli had been perpetually 
suspended and deposed from the functions of the priesthood. 
n The reader will remark and appreciate this specimen of impartiality, amI 
compare it with the following extract from Scrogg's charge in the case of poor 
Coleman :- 
"You shall have." says Scroggs, in Coleman's case, "a fair, just, 8ml 
legal trial. If condemned it will be apparent you ought to be so: and without 
a fair proof there shall be no condemnation. Therefore, you shall find we will 
not do to you as you do to us, blow up at adventure, kill people because they 
al"e not of your persuasion. Our religion teacheth us another doctrine, and you 
shall find it clearly to your advantage. We seek no man's blood, but our own 
safety. " 
o Here there was some stamping of feet from some of the lowest class in the 
outer portion of the court; marked indignation and disgust from the educated 
portion of the audience-including members of the bar-and even cler
ymen 
of the Church of England. Lord Campbell did not check the applause he 
received! The Times rernarke(l on this :-" \V c have every respect for the 
hiKh judicial chararter and attainments of Lord Campbell, and it is therefore 



112 


REPORT OF THE TRIAL. 


dant evillence before me of the exil'ltence of such a jurislliction, 
and that this is a judgment undC'r the seal of the triLunal, and I 
have no Jifficulty in admitting it 'l'aleat quantum. It is remarked, 
in the course of the argument, that this is the first time since 
the Reformation that the juJgment of the Court of Inquisition 
has been tendered in evidence in an English court of justice. 
Looking at this document, however, I nnd that it is a copy of the 
proceeJings of the Court of Inquisition; that such a jurisdiction is 
exercised at Rome. Thank God, it does not extend to this couu- 
try!P This country will, howeyer, be ready to receive documents 
emanating from courts uf justice in other countries; and I think 
tl13t, in receiving this documeut, I am not in the slightest danger 
of Joing that which may prove injurious to the Protestant religion 
of this country.q I do not receive this as I should a record of a 
Court of Admiralty, as conclusive evidence of the facts,r but only 
as evillence in support of the defendant's allegation that there is 
such a judgment in the Court. 8 
The judgment was then put in :t__ 
"Testor ego infrascriptus notarius S. Congregation is Romanæ, et 
Universalis lnquisitionis, quod perquisitis aetis assumptis in S. Officio 
contra saeerdotem P. IIiac,ynthum Achilli religiosum professum ordinis 
Prædicatorum, constat ex eisùem aetis, ipsum Achilli, constitutis judi- 
cialibus excussum, fuisse reUlll confcssum de carnali copula, dum in 
cænoLio Viterhiensi moraretur, cum plurihus fæminis hahita, item de 
defloratione alterius virginis in civitate l\lontis Falisci, aliasque duas 


with great regret we find him, in a case of so much delicacy and excitempnt, 
drawing attention to the Ecclesiastical Titles Act, 'thanking God' that. we 
have no Inquisition in this country,' and, after he had been sufficientlyap- 
plauded, renewing the remark that it might be applauded again, and assuring 
the audience, with grotesque solemnity, that by admitting this document he did 
so without the slightest degree of danger to the Protestant religion of this 
country-a discovery which was received by the enthusiastic audience with a third 
round of cheers." 
P There was another outbreak from the back of the court, which Lord Camp- 
bell received as placidly as the first. It will be seen that he at once rebuked the 
applause Dr. Newman's counsel elicited. 
q And if it were otherwise, the Lord Chief Justice would not have ad- 
mitted it. 
r 'Vhy not? It was a judgment of a regular cûurt of a sovereign state. 
\Vhy should it not be taken as all judgments of supreme courts are, as conclusive 
eyidence of the facts it recites? Let it be observed, this latter sentence, was spoken 
after the chief justice had read the judgment carefully, and proved that it recit
d 
such offences as were charged in the plea, and if given full effect to, wonld sustam 
the plea. And let it be also observed, that the struggle throughout was for 
the admissibility, at all events, of the entire documents, including the grounds 
of the judgment as recited in it; the whole appearing (as will be see
) as one and 
the same record under the same authentication; and so it was admitted, and an 
objection even started 8S to the reception of the recitals. Next day, however, 
after further reflection, Lord Campbell rejected the recitals! 
· The struggle for the admission of these documents lasted about two hours. 
t \Vhen the jurlgment wa!! put in, a barrister of some eminence tur?ed. round 
and exclaimed, .. Thank God for that! Newman is now morally VIndIcated! 
\\ hatever the verdict may be, the Court cannot sentence him!" 
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mulieres Capuæ carnalitet' cognovisse. Eruitur Iluoque aliam }luellam 
Neapoli matrem }'eùdidisse; ac superiorem ordinis Prædica.torHm 
scutato quinll'la.
iuta alteri fæminæ ab eodem Achilli corruptæ pepcl1- 
disse ad damna illata sarcienda. 
" Denique fidem facio, quod ob memo rata crimina, et alia de quihus 
in actis maturo prius discusso examine gravaminum ex actis resultau- 
tium, perpensis defensionibus, aliisque ex more consideratis, nec non 
heni
ne excepta ipsius inquisiti confessione, ejusdemque dec1aratione 
sequentis tenoris :-' Non chiedo di non esser gastigato, auzi amo-che 
si proceda severamente suI couto mio in quel modo la giustizia esige. 
Ricevero, con rassignazione qualunque disposizione venga emanata, 
eel ove mancasse qualche ragione a procedere con più rig-ore, la mia 
coufessione sia bastante a punirmi come meglio credera il S. Tri- 
bunale.' Emi. Inquisitores Genel'ales, Fer. iv., die 16 Junii, 1841, 
in Conventu S. l\Iariæ supra Minervam decreverunt: Inquisitus P. 
Hiacynthus AchiIli-pl'ævia suspensione perpetua a celebrando sacri- 
ficio l\Iissæ, inhabilitatione pel'petua ad quamcumque directionem ani- 
marum, et ad Verbi Dei pl'ædicationem, nec non I'd vationis vocis 
activæ ac passivæ, et impositis pænitentiis salutal'ibus, damnatur ad 
manendmll per triennium in aliqua dorno Religiosa sui ordinis stric- 
tioris obscrvantiæ. ' 
" In quorum fidem Datum ex Cancellaria S. Officii hac die 22 Se})- 
temLris, 1851. 


" ANGELUS ARGENTI, 
" S. Rom. et Univ. Inquis., Notus. 
"Testis, Fr. VINCENTI US LEO SALLUA, 0., 
" Præd. 1. Socius S. R. Imluis. 
"Witness, JOHN GORDON, 
" Congo Orat. Presb., Birmingham. 
" \Vitness, NICHOLAS DARNELL, 
" Congo Orat. Presb., Birmingham. 
"Sworn before me at Rome, this 17th day of November, 1851. 
"JOHN FREEBORN, 
" British Consular Agent, Rome."n 
The following translation was read :- 
"I, the undersigned notary of the Holy Roman and Universal Con- 
gregation of the Inquisition, do testify that. after a complete inves- 
tigation of the proceedings instituted v in the Holy Office against Father 
Hyacinth Achilli, priest, religious })rofessor of the order of preachers, 
it is proved from the same acts that the said Achilli, having been 
examined ùy the established authorities, confessed himself guilty of 
having held carnal intercourse, whilst he was living in the monastery of 
Viterbo, with many women; also of havin
 deflowered another who was 
a virgin in the city of l\1ount Faliscue, and of having carnally known 


u The above document is sealed at the signature with a large seal bearing th
 
insignia of the triple crown, supported by St. Peter and St. Paul, &c., with 
these words on the margin, "SigH. S. Roman. et U nivers. Inquisitionis," in 
Roman capitals, and at the foot it is stamped with the seal of the British Con- 
sulate, Rome. _ 
v In the civil law, the parties exhibited their interrogatories on their several 
allegations, and the witnesses were privately examined upon these interrogatories 
by the same judges who tried the cause.-Gilhed on Evidence, p, 39, citing 
Dig. lib, xxii, tit. 5. sec. 3. de Test. 
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two other women at Capua. Moreover, it is discovered that he maùe 
another girl at Naples a mother, and that the superior of the on1er of 
vreachers paid fifty scudi to another woman who had Lel'n corrupted by 
the same Achilli, in order to make amends for the injuries done. Lastly, 
I attest that on account of the crimes of the above-named, and other 
crimes of which mention is made in the acts, after mature and deliberate 
examination of the heavy charges resulting from the acts, after having 
weighed the charges put forth, and considered w other matters according 
to custom, and after having mercifully accepted the confession of the 
accused himself, and his own declaration of the following tenor,-' I 
do not ask to be chastised, nay, rather I desire to be severely dealt 
with on my showing, according as justice demands. I will receive with 
resignation whatever punishment may be detennined upon, and sup- 
posing there were wantin,
 sufficient reason for proceeding' with greater 
rigour, I desire that confession be considered sufficient grounds for 
JHmishing me as the said tribunal shall think best,'x-their eminences the 
In(luisitors General on \Vednesday, June IG, 1841, in the Convent of 
Santa l\Iaria supra Minerva, decreed that the accused Father Hyacinth 
Achilli, after having been for ever suspended frum t.he celeLration of 
the sacrifice of the mass, and for ever disabled from any sort of t1irec- 
tion of souls, and preaching the \V ord of God, and deprived of active 
and passive voice in the government of his order, and after having had 
salutary penances imposed upon him, be condemned to remain for 
three years in some religious house of his order of the most strict 
oLscrvance. Y 
" Given in testimony of all these facts for the chancellOl"s office of 
the Holy Office, on this day, Sept. 22, 1851." z 


w The fonowing is the form of a judgment by confession, in the Queen's 
Bcnch, which is drawn up by the master, or officer answering to the" notary" 
of the Inquisition, who first sets forth the declaration, and then says :-" The 
said C. D. (defendant) says, that he cannot deny the action, and therefore it is 
considered (ideo consideratum est) that the said A. B. do recover against the 
said C. D," &c. That is, the master certifies the pleadings as the notary cer- 
tifies the acts, and then certifies that "it is considcred " by the Court, &c., just 
as the notary does in the Court of Inquisition. The parallel appears precise. 
\Vith respect even to common conviction by ma
istrates, as to which the rule is 
very strict, it wa!.' long ago held by Holt, C.J., and lately recognised by 
Denman, C.J., that" it was enough if it appeared (i. e. on its face) that an 
offence had been committed, and an adjudication of imprisonment by a court of 
competent jurisdiction."-Bethel's case, Salkeld's Reports, cited in re Ham- 
mond, Queen's Bench, Trinity Term, 1846. 
x The Times says, "Against these positive statements, these accumulative and 
corroborative probabilities, and the:;e dangerous admissions, there is nothing to 
be set except the denial of Dr. Achilli, adhered to with steadiness and pertinacity; 
a denial which amounts to little more than a repetition of the affidavit upon 
which the criminal information "as granted. If no amount of evidence could 
outweigh Dr. Achilli's denial on oath, the solemn proceedings of the trial were a 
hollow mockery; and if it could, it is difficult to conceive what testimony the 
jury could have expected," 
Y The Times says, .. The sentence of tbe Inquisition, moreover, solemnly 
recites under respectable attestation his own confession and submission, in 
Italian. " 
z It has long been settled law that a foreign judgment is prima facie evidence 
even of a dcbt to hc recovered in this country, and conclusive until it bl'impcacht'd 
by the other party (per Butler, .J., JValker v. Hriller, I Douglas; also Sillclair 
v. Frasc1", 20 Howell's State Trials). This doctrinc \\-as recently affirmed 
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Mr. Reynolds re-callcd and examined hy l\Ir. Badclc!/.-Do you 
k now the seal of the court at Corfu? Yes. Tlús iB the seal of the 
Civil Court (looking at document produced). Mr. Raddc!! then tcn- 
der
d in eviùence the document: 


ANTONIO CAPELLO, Present. 


Corfu, 3rd July, U34
. 


(Stamp. ) 


President of the Meeting, S. A. Capello. 
To the Noble Civil Tribunal. 


4th Class. 
6d. 


The Petition of Nicholas Garimoni, in answer 
to that of June 21, W43, of Marianne Cri:,;- 
saffe, his 'Vife. 
States that his wife was surprised in the 
houBe of her mother, at about half-past 11, on 
the night of this last 2ud July, 1843, by her 
husband, while she was in company with a 
certain Signor Achilli Giacinto; and that the 
time, the manner, the circumstances, and the 
conversation that followed the surprise, prove that the said wife was 
unfaithful to her conjugal duty. 
Witnesses: ANTONIO VIRISSO. 
:MARCO TEV ANSCI. 
(Signed) STATIO SPANOPULO, Advocate. 
Extracted the 5th March, 1850, from the Acts of Trial, No. 120 (uf 
July, 18-:1:3), of the Civil Tribunal. 
(Signed) NICOLO V \RTLA, Local Archivist. 


(Stamp.) 


U. States of 
The Ionian Isles. 
Royal Arms. 
1850. 


William Nicholi was then called
 and said,-I am a Dominican friar. 
.Everyone becoming a member of that order takes the three usual vo" s 


t;olemnly in tbe House of Lords, Houlditch v.Donegall, 8 Bligh's Reports, N.S, ; 
and even to that extent of rereiving evidence against it, the judgment is only 
examinable when a party applies to our courts to enforce it. !)er Eyre, J" 
Phillipps v. Hunter, Q.H. Blackstone's Reports. 
In a case occurring within the last five years, Lord Denman and the Court of 
Queen's Bench held that even a plea to an action on a judgment in a colonial 
('ourt (which is treated as a foreign judgment), must steer clear of any inquirv 
into the merits of the ease, for whatever constituted a defence in that court 
ought to have been pleaded thereto. -Henderson v. !lcndenon, 6 Queen's 
Bench Reports. 
So in another late case, Alderson, B., in giving judgment, said" It is not con- 
trary to natural justice, tbat a man who has agreed to receive a particular notice 
of a legal proceeding should be bound by a judgment in a cause where that 
particular mode of notification has been duly performed, even although he has 
not had actual notice of it.-Vallee v. Dume)'gue, Exchequer, Trinity Term, 
184!) . 
In a late case in the Common Pleas, Maule, J, said, "Whether a m:m is 
hound by the law of a foreign country is matter of law here and everywhere. 
There is nothing on the absence of process contrary to natural justice, if thf're 
has been some other kind of notice, as verbal notice." And Wilde, C.J., said, 
.. If a court of competent jurisdiction have given judgment, that judgment. at 
the place where it "as gÏ\en, is conclusive against the parties, if not appeaied 
'1g,linst; and that, c, en where so sued upon it
['1f in this country, it is prwui 
I 2 
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of poverty, obedience, and chastity. Every priest, whether of that 
orùer or not, comes under the ohligatioll to chastity. The Attol'ne.!l 
General.- What, are the vows repeated 
 Witness.-No; but the office 
of priest involves it in itself. B 


facie evidence of a cause of action."-Bank qf Au.
t1"alasia v. Harding, Trinity 
Term, 1850. 
In a case occurring last year, Lord Campbell recognised these doctrines, and 
said, " It does not appear that the question has ever been decided whether even 
In an action upon a foreign judgment the merits of the case on which the foreign 
court has regularly adjudicated, may be put in issue. Doubtless it is open to 
the party to show that the foreign court had not jurisdiction (in Dr. Newman's 
case he called upon him to prove that it had) of the subject matter of the suit, 
or that he never was summoned to answer (quære, as any notice, usual or accepted, 
is held sufficient in cases just cited), and had no opportunity of making his 
defence, or that the judgment was fraudulently obtained. It is enough to say 
that the dicta against retrying the cause are as strong as those in favour of the 
proceeding, and it must now be taken to have been in due manner decided 
against the defendant. How far it would be permitted to a defendant to im- 
peach the competency or integrity of a foreign court, from which there was no 
appeal, it is unnecessary here to inquire (in Dr. Newman's case he permitted 
the prosecutor to impeach both); the documents by which the case was esta. 
blished in a distant quarter of the globe may be lost, or not forthcoming; and 
the witnesses who truly swore it may be absent or dead. If the judgment were 
given by a court in a foreign country, how is the cause to be retried here 1 "- 
Bank of Australasia v. Nias, Queen's Bench, Hilary Term, 1851. 
B In the first place, a postulant is reminded according to the formulary for 
receiving to the order :-" Oportet quod intelligas, quæ habeas servare in reli. 
gione, ne postea dicM, te fuisse deceptum, vel non credidisse tot ardua esse in ea. 
In primis oportet te servare tria, vota principalia religionis, viz. obedientiam, 
paupertatem, et castitatem. Quantum ad obedientiam scias quod eris obligatus 
servare Regulam et Constitutiones nostras, et ohedientias majorum tuorum, ita 
quod non existimes te ullam habere libertatem, sed totalitu esse subjectum, et 
privatum propria voluntate.-Quantum ad paupertatem, similiter non }>oteris 
habere aliquid quantum cunque modicum, quod possit did tuum vel quod tu 
J>ossis dicere, hoc meum est.-Circa castitatem teneberis non solum servare 
castitatem corporis, sed etiam mentis; id est, quod non cogites de rebus inho- 
nestis, nec delecteris in illis, et ultra hoc non poteris loqui turpia, aut facere 
actus turpes et inbonestos, et lubricos nutus et fixiones oculorum in mulieres ; 
et ita te existimes in hoc tam quam non esses homo, sed lapis vel lignum." 
These admonitions, which are rather curtailed, precede the admission to the 
noviciate, which lasts twelve months; during that period the postulant is required 
to live in accordance with the said rule, and at the expiration of that term, if 
nothing be said to the contrary by the superiors, and the postulant still continue 
to bear the habit and observe the rule, a tacit profession takes place, binding 
him to the order, and vice versâ. If, however, a puhlic and oral profession takes 
place, as is the universal practice, he uses the following form :-" Ego, fratcr 
N-, facio professionem: et promitto obedientiam Deo, et Beato Mariæ, et 
Beato Dominico, et tibi," &c. Upon this form the Constitutions remark:- 
"Declaramus quod }>rofessio est votum solemne. Declaramus quod inter tria 
vota principalius, et essentialius religioni est obedientia, turn quia per earn 
majus bonum Deo offertur, quam per alia (offertur enim per obedientiam Deo 
rropria voluntas et bona animæ; quæ præferuntur bonis corporalibus et exteri- 
oribus quæ per alia vota Dco offeruntur); tum sccundo, quia votum obedientiæ 
contine! in se alia vota, et non ex COnverso (qui enim promittit obedientiam, 
promittit caste et "ine proprio vivere); tum tertio, quia votum obedientiæ pro- 
prie se t'xtendit ad actus proprios propiucJuos fini religionis, qui c!.t perfcctio 
charitatis et dilectionis Dci. Quanto autem aliquid est propin(Juius fini tanto 
melius cst; ct llrol,tcrea in professione nostm eXl'rimus solum voturn obedicntiæ 
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Sir A. Cockbu1'11, then put in Achilli's hook, "Dealings with the 
In'luisitiun," b to show that if the ùefenùant's charges against Dr. 
AchilJi were true, their publication was for the public utility, when 



ub quo continetur observatis castitatis et voluntariæ paupertatis, et præcep- 
torum quæ in Regula et Constitutionibus continentur, vel quæ a Prælato fiunt:- 
Declaramus, quod ex voto nostræ profession is tenemur et obligamur caste, et 
sine proprio vivere, et Regulam ac Constitutiones non contemnere, et præcepto 
in Regula, vel in Constitutionibus facto, in his quæ sunt secundum regulam et 
constitutiones, usque ad mortem inclusive obedire."-" Item declaramus, etc. 
similiter si profitendo exprimat aliquid religioni repugnans, puta se dicat; non 
intendo servare castitatem promissam, quantumcumque illam promittam, nOll 
tenet professio; hæc enim expressa nocent, non expressa non nocent." 
b As this book was regularly received in evidence, anything stated in it is, of 
course, evidence against the author; and as the law privileges "fair criticism" 
on any publication, a few remarks upon its character may properly be made. 
It is, however, really beneath criticism, and all that need be said of it on that 
score is that it is a collection of loose, gossipping stories, obviously the cffusions 
at once of enmity and vanity, the object of which is to convey an exalted idea of 
himself, and to cast odium on aU other of the ecclesiastics in the Catholic 
Church. And this enmity and vanity are so blind, that they lead to the most 
ludicrous self-contradictions. Thus, for instance, he caUs the Inquisition" bar- 
barous," yet elsewhere admits he said he had no fault to find with the slight 
correction hc had received; and, surely, for a person who had for ten years (a<> 
he himself admits) been secretly teaching what they deemed heresy, and per- 
verting others to it, a few months' imprisonment (putting out of question the 
alleged immoralities) was not very barbarous. In another place, he represents 
himself as a sworn enemy to hypocrisy, and as one frank and sincere by nature; 
and yet he acknowledges that for many years, after being perfectly persuaded that 
the mass was an imposture, he continued to celebrate it! He professes to narrate 
accurately things said at secret conclaves of tlJe Inquisition, and represents a Jesuit 
as giving a circumstantial exposure of the arts and artifices of lús own order! He 
professes to state things he ascertained as happening at Ancona, while he was 
passing through it as a fugitive to Corfu, in such haste, as it was sworn in evi- 
dence, that he had not money to pay his passage, and had to get his name into 
another person's passport. He pretends to have been disgusted with the monh 
for their immoralities; yet he does not venture to say he ever remonstrated with 
them, or represented matters to the superior authorities, whereas he discloses 
that they repeatedly remonstrated with, and complained against him. He says 
he could not live among them, but does not say that he ever demanded an 
investigation into their conduct. He says he was himself, on several occasions, 
in authority, as sub-prior, prior, and visitor, yet does not venture to say he 
ever used his authority to repress these supposed practices, except in a singlc 
case of a man since silenced by death. He represents the monks as dis. 
trusting and disliking him, and yet as pressing him to continue with them. He 
alleges that no complaint had been made against him until 1841, when thrown 
into prison, yet repeatedly states that accusations were made against him ever 
since H\33. He says the Bible is deemed heresy in the Church of Rome, yet 
says he held chairs of scriptural teaching; represents an eminent ecclesiastic as 
giving him a copy of the Bible to read, and declares that he for years preached 
and taught entirely from the Bible. He says he was full of wrath against the 
Church, ever since he discovered her deceits, and yet, though he also says he dis- 
('overed those deceits, and was persuaded her whole doctrine was imposture, as 
early as 1833, he never seceded to Protestantism until he had been sentenced to 
perpetual deprivation. He says the Inquisition proceeded only for heresy, yet 
says that he was known to have held that heresy for ten years previously, and 
at the same time admits that there was a report that he had been guilty of other 
crimes, and speaks of documents produced to prove the falsehood of accusations 
as to his conduct at Viterho, made while he wa3 in the Inquisition prison! He 
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The Attorncy GCJlcml said that he would not trouble his learned 
friend to prove this, but would at once admit it. 
In this book Achilli says, "The first attack against me was at 
Viterbo" (p. 37). Some among the friars disliked me" (p. 36). "The 
vicar of the hishop raised reports against me. I was told of the evil 
l'eports but took no notice of them" (p. 130). "I entreated the 
general of the order to allow me to remain in peace at Viterbo, but he 
refused to comply with IllY request, and ordered me to renounce my pro- 
fessorship, and repair to Rome: at last I could visit no longer, and 
was obliged to surrender my professorship into the hands of the 
hishop" (129-30). "It was thus that I was forced, at the close of 
1B33, to leave VitCl'bo."c "The first of my accusations dated from 
In30,d while holding the head prOfeSSOl'Srnp of theology in the college 
of Viterbo, and advocating and teaching with great zeal the Romish 
doctrine." "I disbelieved in the mass, and rejected its doctrine" 
(161, 162). "J was perfectly persuaded of its impostures in IB:35, 
and the heresies of its doctrine, hut continued to celebrate it without 
devotion, hut with a show of earnestness" (201). "At that time I had 
never yet publicly given any idea that I was at all dissatisfied with the 
doctrines of the Church, or differed in opinion with the monks, 01' 
had quitted that faith which I had hitherto advocated to the world" 
(136). "I had never been really a monk" (2.54). "At Capua, I 
foresaw a persecution against me ".(23î). "At Nal)les I was continually 
attacked by false reports" (257). "I had occasion to leave Naples on 
account of important business which called me to Rome in 1841. I set 
olf with the intention of l'eturning again at the end of a fortnight, 
but while I was on the point of leaving Rome to return to Naples, I 
was auested by the Inquisition. If this had not befallen me, I should 
have returned to Naples, enjoying a little world of my own "e (2m). 
" \Vhen I was afterwards in the power of the Illfluisition, the inquisi- 
tors spread reports relating to other accusations than those originally 
alleged." A report was circulated that J had been guilty of other 
crimes than those for which I was placed in the Inquisition" (20). 

ays the sentence for heresy is inevitably burning, yet not only admits his own 
sentence was a "slight correction," but does not dare to state (what the best 
authorities say. could not be stated) that a single case had occurred of a capital 
punishment by the Roman Inquisition. He declares the Church connived at 
immoralities, yet sa)s he was placed in posts which gave him full power to 
correct them, and that he was known as constantly complaining of them! Be 
says he writes under no vindictive feeling, yet takes care to say something inju- 
rious against everyone who ever reproved him; and his book teems with cha."ges 
tIle most shocking and shameful against ecclesiastics, whom every traveller in 
Italy knows are men as venerable for their virtues as for their age, and who 
even Lord Campbell felt compelled to say were men eminent for learning and 
piety. He tells a stupid story about a woman being ordered on her salvation to 
.. denounce" her husband to the Inquisition (what on earth does that mean ?), 
and yet discloses that she disobeyed the injunction (and told the party who 
gave it that she had done so, and should do so), without the slightest incon- 
venicnce following! It is, in short, a book crammed with coarse calumnies, the 
malignity of which are only equalled by their monstrosity; and such, in short, 
is its absurdity, that it can scarcely impose upon tbe meane!>t minds, except by 
reason of its panderin
 to the vilest and most vulgar prejudices. 
" Then it could not have been for heresy he was sent away from Viterbo. 
.. The '" itness Giustini swore bel' acquaintance with him commenced about 
] SJO, and lasted a year or so, and was known to other parties. 
r Then it was not voluntarily he left the Church. 
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" A process was got up against me before the Inquisition in" 1ß42 (33). f 
"There no one, not even the dearest friend, can aft()rd protection or 
support: t!wre every accusation has to be fully entered into. The 
accuser g-ives his name to the tribunal, the same with the witnesses." 
They hegan in this maIlner with respect to myself. The first attack 
against me was made at Viterho, h in concert with certain parties at 
({onw, and some of the Dominicans from Naples" i (37). " Documents 
were laid hefore the British consul at Rome, by my friends, while 1 
was in !)rison, proving" the falsehood of the accusations laid to my 
charge at Viterbo"j (,9). "In July, W42, I was released, hyorder of 
Pope Gregory, from the prisons of the Inquisition" (1). "I was set 
free for want of any defmÍte charge being established against me: I 
was still under strict surveillance" (2(;0). " In September I was near 
Nazzano. I set oft' for Ancona. I left Ancona on 4th October, and 
two days afterwards reached Corfu. I was fortunate enough to g'et in- 
cluded"in the passport of a family, with whieh I travelled 
vitho
t any 
separate mention of my name: this \vas a necessary precaution to 
insure me from molestation on the road" (26ß). "There the l'apal 
consul demanded my expulsion as having been guilty of enonnous 
crimes. Several of the Maltese at Corfu had at one time taken into 
their heads to follow me in the streets with insulting and threatening- 
words" (269). "I opened the Italian church in Corfu, in ]844, with 
Bandiera at my side. He and his brother, two dear friends, at the 
head of a few Italians, emharked from Corfu, and landeil on the 
hores 
of Calahria, where, in a skirmish with the troops of the king, they 
were taken prisoners and put to death" (2,0). "I was dosely 
united with the brothers Bandiera. \Vhen m;y friends set out for 
Calahria, I took In)T departure from CoIfu, to settle at Zante. It was 
settled that I should there receive communications and instructiuns 
from them as to my future proceedings" (27.5). "At 
alta, an artich
 
in a journal proposed to the people to welcome me with cudgels, stones, 
and other offensive missiles; and another which accused me of hein
' 
an impostor and hypocrite. I opened the Italian church and published 
my writings. "These proceedings silenced the reports against me" 
(
æ-3). "Some English clergymen, and others who called themselves 
Protestants, were afterwal'ds induced to oppose themselves to 1I1e" 
(288). "The renowned Cardinal \Viseman, the archl,ishop of 'Vest- 
minster, according to the Pope's creation, has published an article 
against me in the Dublin Rel
ew" k (7G). 
Sir A. Cockburn stated that that "vas the case for the defendant,) and 
the Court then (at a quarter past eight o'clock) adjourned to half-pa:-;t 
nine o'clock to-morrow. 


f 'Vbich could not have been for heresy.-See former notes. 
go The reader will remark how striking is this testimony to the fairness and im- 
partiality of procedure of the Inquisition, a!l to which see notes to the judgment. 
h The place to which the evidence of Giustini refers; and he after\\ards 
sho,,"s that this accusation was not for heresy, as, outwardly, he was zealous in 
teaching the Romish doctrines. 
i Where the affair of the Principes occurred, 
j Where he says he never disclosed any heresy. 
k 'Which expressly refers to this article in the Duhlin Ret,ieu'. 
) 'Vhich was most materially confirmed by the lar"t piece of evidence adduced- 
the book. Unhappily, however, its numerous confirrp'Itions were not put tv thf' 
jury. 
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THIRD DAY. 


The Court sat at the usual hour. 
Sir A. Cockúu1'n.-
I y Lord, I beg to teneIer in evidence tIl{, 
DuMin Revieu', for July, 1 HjO, to shuw that the charges contained 
in the lihel wcre published somc time ago, awl with specific refer- 
ences to fncts nnel dates, proving tlmt the prosecutor has had ample 
opportunity of meeting these charges, and al
1I showing that they 
were not got up for the justification of Dr. Newman. The Atlor1U'!I 
(J{,'llc1"al objected. Lord CAl\IPBELL,-I do not think it is c.'vidence. 
Sir A. Cockúurn.-Perhaps the same proof is contained in AcllilIi's 
book. 
Giovanni Giacinto Achilli ill was then called, and examinccl Ly 
the Attorney General. 
The Attm"ne.1/ Geneml first asked him whether be would give his 
evidence in English or Italian? to which he rcpEed, "I would prefer 
tu give my evidence in English, but as I cannot speak fluently in con- 
versation," I would / refer being assisted by an illterpreter."o Sir A. 
E. CucldJltrn observe that Dr. AchilIi could preach in English. The 
Attomc..1/ General said, reading- a sermon was a different thing. Lord 
CAIIIPBELL said, no doubt the witness would give his evidence hest 
in Italian. The prosecutor was then examined hy the AttoTnf'.1/ 
Gencral.-I am 4D years of age. I was born at Viterho. I was 
educat('d in the Roman Catholic faith, in the College of the Jesuits at 


m The Time8 thus described him: ., He is a plain-featured middle-sized man, and 
his face is 8trongly Italian. His forehead is low and recedin
, his nose prominent, 
the mouth and tbe muscles around full of resolution and courage. He wears a black 
wig, the hair of which is perfectly straight, and as he close shaves, this wig gives 
to his appearance a certain air of the conventicle. His eyes are dark and deep 
set; and with his black wig, 8:lllow complexion, and sombre aspect, leave an im- 
Jwession upon the mind of the observer by no means agreeable, and not readily to 
be forgotten. Judging of his intellectual powers, from 11Ïs physiognomy and mode 
of 
ving evidence, one - would be led to say that he was a man of considerable 
penetration and acuteness. The questions put to him by his own counsel he 
answered with great clearness, and in a calm, unwavering, quiet manner, without 
any trace of strong excitement, or feeling deeply roused. Sometimes a slight 
contemptuous smile accompanied his denial!', and once or twice he seemed to treat 
}Joints angrily. His general bearing was cautious and careful-rcl)lying with great 
reflection and precision." 
" It had been already proved that he could speak weIr enough in English in 
Common conver!'ation,-See the evidence of the witness Logan. 
o No doubt he would " prefer" it; the reason is obvious: the process of 
interpretation is tedious, and interposes not only great opportunity for reflec- 
tion upon the replies to be given, but breaks the force of croEs-examination. It 
was remarked, that when a little excited, he would constantly commence an 
answer in good English, and then turn to the interpreter, and put it in Italian. 
And he soon became even himself so wearied with the double process of intt"r- 
preting questions and answers, that he begged the questions might be put in 
English and answered in I talian. Thus he secured himself all the advantages 
of both 
ystt'ms,-h!'aring in Enp;lish, answering in Italian,-to his own satis. 
faction, no doubt. In every con('eivable way the Court shieIdt'd him. 
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Viterbo. IentereJ into the Dominican cunvent of La Querci, at Viterbo, 
as a novice, in the year 1819. I was then sixteen years old. I remaintc'd 
there fiB a novice a little more than a year. I then became a pl'ofessed 
munk of the Duminican order. p After that, in 18
], I went to Lucca to 
pursue my studies there. In 1824 I entered into priest's orders. I was 
then under the canonical age. I obtained my orders, being under age, 
hy a dispensation from the Pope. It was at the solicitation of the 
duke of Lucca. In the same year I went to Rome to pursue my 
!'1tudies at the College of Minerva there. q In the early palt of 1827, 
I was sent to Capranica to preach the Lent sermons. Capranica is in the 
diocese of Sultri, in the province of Viterbo. I was appointed by the 
})ishop of Sultri. I have got the patent of my appointment here. r In 
the spring of 1ß27, I }'eceived an appointment as Lector Pltilosopltiæ in 
the seminary of the bishop of Viterho. The appointment is here. I 
commenced my duties in November, 1ß27. I remained there discharg- 
ing' my duties till 1833 inclusive. On the mh of October, 1832, I was 
appointed hy the Master of the Sacred Palace to be his vicar in the 
diocese of Viterho; and, among other things, made me not only censor 
of the press, but president of the censorship. I have got here an 
appointment of vicar from the "Master of the Sacred Palace. In 183:3, 
I obtained from Cardinal Valzi, bishop of Monti-Fiasconi, un1imited 
authority to confess persons of both sexes in his diocese." That. gave 
me authority t.o impose penance and to give ahsolution. In the same 
year, ]833, I was appointed, by the general of the Dominicans, prefect 
of studies and head professor of the College of l\linerva at Rome. I 
have got the appointment here. At the end of 1833 I left Viterbo with 
the provincial of my order, on a visitation tour of the Dominican 


P Such early profession is not usual. 
q The Dominican seminary. A splendid library was founded for public use 
hy Cardinal Casanata, in the Dominican convent of St. Maria sopra Minerva. 
The printed books, in 1838, numbered 180,000 volumes, besides manuscripts. 
Some inedited writings of St. Thomas Aquinas have been discovered here. Here 
also is a complete collection of prints and engravings, amounting to several thou- 
sands. There are six rooms filled with books; the chief hall is 300 feet long.- 
Reminiscences of Rome. The church of the convent is a magnificent edifice, 
containing many chapels, one of which contains the body of St. Catherine of 
Sierra, the St. Theresa of the Dominican order. 
r The Attorney General carefully refrained from asking, and Sir A. Cockburn, 
amid all the embarrassments he had to encounter under a partial judge and pre- 
judiced jury. who were watching when they could interrupt him, omitted to ask 
how long Achilli exercised the offices thus alleged to have been conferred. And 
the value of the mere evidence of appointments, may be appreciated from a pas- 
sage in the history of Titus Oates. .. He took orders, and officiated as curate in 
several parishes, and as chaplain on board a man-of-war; but all these situations 
he successively forfeited in consequence of his misconduct (yet no doubt he pro- 
duced his appointments as proof of character). Houseless and penniless, he 
applied to Dr. Tonge, a man in whom weakness and credulity were combined, 
with a disposition singularly mischievous and acute; and who deemed it his duty 
perioilically to warn his countrymen of the designs of the Jesuits. In Oates he 
found an apt instrument for his purpose, and it was arranged that he should 
feign himself a convert to the Catholic faith. He accordingly oLtained a place in 
the college of English Jesuits, but the habits of Oates did not accord with the 
discipline of a college, and after a trial of five months he was disg:-&cefully ex- 
pelled and injured."-Lingard, vol. xii. 
· Another diocese. Be it observed, he never remained long at any plac3. 
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convents in Tuscany.t I was engaged on that visitation tour ahout a 
year. I returned to Viterbo in Novembl'r, 1U34, when the visitation 
tour was ended. I then stayed in my own convent at Gradi, with tJlt' 
provincial. I remained at Viterbo only a few days on my return. l 
was then appointed visitor of another place. In 1H27 I was chosen 
confessor of the go'"ernor of Viterbo hy the apostolical delegate. 
During the whole time I was at Viterbo, and down to W3:3, I continued 
to act as confessor to the governor. The general authority to confess, 
which I had at Viterbo, was renewable from year to year; and it was 
renewed from year to year down to 183:3. \Vhen I returned to Viterbo, 
in 1834, I remained a few days, and was appointed visitor to the con- 
vent of Nepi. I was en
aged there four weeks. I then went to !lome. 
I arrived at Rome in the month of December, 1ß:34. III 1f'35 1 had 
two patents to preach the Lent sermons. I have got them here. One 
was from the cardinal aJ'chbishop of Capua. The authoritv was 
to preach at his cathedral at Carma. The other was froñl the 
same cardinal to preach Lent service in the chUl-ch of St. Maria 
di Capua, a collegiate church. I have them here. I also received 
authority to confess persons of both sexes. That was an appoint- 
ment during pleasure. I held that appointment all the time [ 
was at Naples. In 1835 I obtained letters of secularization from 
the Pope. I produce them. I did not immediately avail myself of 
them, because I was requested by Cardinal Acton to remain a little 
longer in my order, till I had better tried my vocation. u After I had 
the letters I went to 1'\aples and lived in the Dominican convent for 
four years. During that time, in the month of June, 1838, I went to 
Rome. I stayed only a month at Rome; with that excel)tion I stayed 
all the time in the Dominican convent at Naples. In the month of 
June, 1833, I was confessor to the princess of Saxony, Duchess de 
Bourhon. In February, 13:37, I was made free of my order ill the pro- 
vince of Naples. I have a minute of my incorpomtion. I was affiliated. 
I produce the minute. On the 3rd of August, 1337, I had a patent 
constituting' me to be prior of the convent of St. J-'ietro Martyrio, 
Naples. Before my appointment I was sub-prior. This was hy the 
provincial of the order. There is in it, and also in another document, 
a clause ahsolving me from all excommunication; that is a clnuse 
which is put in all pntents which have the power of conferring any 
jurisdiction. I was also appointed by the provincial to }Je his commis- 
sary in a cause to be tried in the Convent del -, near Naples. On 


t The peregrinations of other friars or priors of the Dominican order, have 
produced blessed fruit. "Who," says Digby, .. could describe the fruits of peace 
which foIlm\ed the steps of a Friar Lawrence of England, or a St. Vilicent 
Ferrer (who came to England), who never left a town without having chased from 
it the demon of discord, and re-established })eace, order, and harmony, amI who 
passed as an angel of peace through Spain, France, Italy, 
avoy, Switzerland, 
England, and Ireland; or of a Raymond of Capua, 23rd general of the order; 
or he who afterwards governed the Church as Pope Innocent V.; or he who 
afterwards was Pope Benedict XI. Thus, in 1299, Brother Angelo of Faventia, 
prior of the Dominicans, made peace between Bologna and Romagna. So j<'riar 
John made peace in Yerona, Vicenza, Mantua, Padua, and Bracea; and the 
treaty he drew up between the Guelphs and Ghibellines may he seen in Muraton." 
(Art. 9, Ital. iv. p. 117). Oh, let no one take their idea of the religious orders 
from the life of AchilJi or his associates ! Very different scenes and occurrenf'I'S 
characterize tbeir history! 
u Sir A. Cockburn asked the reason, on examination. 
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the 1.5th of Decemher, ]833, I was also appointed commissar)T to con- 
duct an election in a convent at Naples. In ]839 I completed my secu- 
larization. I remained at Naples after that as a secular priest for about 
two years. In 13-11 I went to Rome. I arrived in Rome from Naples 
in the year 13-1], but I do not recollect the month. In the spring of 
]8-12 I was imprisoned in the Inquisition. I remained in the prison of 
the Inrluisition at that time about three months. I then went to pass 
the sunllner in the country near to Rome. I afterwards went to 
Ancona. From Ancona I proceeded to Corfu. I was assisted in getting- 
from Ancona to Corfu by Boccheciampi. I met him at Ancona, and 
he said to me he was going to the Ionian Islands. I told him I was 
going the same way, but I had no passport. lIe said I might make use 
of his, hecause he had a passport for five people, and they were only 
fuur. So I took no name, hut was No.5. I remained at Corfu ahout 
a year and a half. I went from COlfu to Zante. I remained at Zante 
about a year and a half; that was till ahout July, 134G. I then went 
to Malta. From :Malta I came to England. I came to England for 
the first time in May, 1347. I was then appointed professor of the 
Malta College. I went to Malta, and acted in the duties of my pro- 
fessorship. I returned to England in June, ]843. I remained in 
England at that time till January, ]849. I then went to Rome. I 
was married at Rome on the 24th of June, ]849. v I married Miss 
IIeley, an En
lish lady, who had been educated in Italy. Soon after 
my marriage I was again put into the Inquisition. w I remained in the 
Inquisition about six months. I was at the Castle of St. Angelo. I was 
taken out of prison under pretence of giving testimony in a political 
cause. The French authorities interfered in my favour. After I left Rome 
I came to England, where I have remained e
er since. I have since been 
minister of the gospel at the Italian Protestant chapel, in Dufours'- 


v The validity of manner depends on the lex loci. To be valid, this marriage 
ought to have been in conformity with the laws of tbe then existing republic. 
But the republic had passed no new marriage law: marriage was just as it had 
been under Pope Pius, and as it is now; and to be valid, it was necessary that it 
should be celebrated before the parish priest. Again, the republic had not re- 
voked the law (part of the civil law) which makes a marriage contract by a friar 
or priest invalid, By the law of the republic, a Roman subject or a priest was 
incapable oflegally marrying. Nor could it be considered as a marriage between 
strangers and aliens. Achilli had never been naturalized in England; he was a 
Roman subject, subject to tbe Roman law. The lex loci did not apply; the 
marriage was not celebrated according to the law of this country. The officiating 
elder was Saccares, who was so summarily sent from the Protestant College at 
Malta. It is fair to add that, in 1850, Achilli was legally married to the sarno 
lady at St. i\Iartin's Church. 
w In his narrative, he says, "In 1841 I had troubles with the Inquisition, 
the result of ",hich was, that being weary of serving in the ministry of the 
Roman Church, I separated myself entirely from that office, and made to the 
Inquisition my renunciation for perpetuity of all the honours and emoluments 
which I had enjoyed up to that time. The Inqui
ition, on its part, drew up a 
decree of dismissal for perpetuity from all the branches of my ministry" (p. 8.) 
The reader will observe this account is quite consistent with, and confirms the 
decree of the Inquisition and the recital of his confession, for renunciation is an 
equivocal phrase, and may mean confession of a criminality necessarily involving 
perpetual renunciation; and a comparison of the language of the decree will 
show a striking coincidence. But let the reader particularly observe, the narra- 
tion admits a decree of dismissal; the jury found the fact of a decree of depriva- 
tion; and he swore in court he never was dC'prived at all! See his affidavit also. 
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place, till two weeks ago. I have never heen deprived of any office for 
any cau
e.'" Neither in the month of "Feùruary, ]u:n, nor at any other 
time, did 1 ever know a person named Elena Valente Giustini. While 
I was at Viterho, I never roLLed of her honour any young woman at 
Rny time. I knew a family at Viterbo of the name of Gentili. There 
are two families there of the name of Gentili-two hrothers. At that 
time the only woman of the name of Gentili was the wife of Count V. 
Giulio Gentili. Neither of the family lived in the country. I did not 
pass my country month, 183], with the family of a Gentili. It was 
my custom in the month of October to pass my time at the country- 
houses of my friends or relations. These families Were in Zelli, Christo- 
furi, and Tekeschi. I believe I passed the month, in 1ß31, with two, 
if not all three of them. I do not know of any country-house of the 
Gentili. In neither of these three families was there a servant girl with 
whom I went out to any place. I never went with any servant girl to 
a place where the two Gentilis were shooting. Now look at that 
woman Elena Valente, now Giustini.Y Do you know that woman 1-1 
h
we never seen her! Elena Valente or Giustini-all these questions 
lmve heen directed to her? I never saw her! Sir A. Cocl.:burn. - You 
ought to repeat the questions in the presence of the woman. The Atto-r- 
ne./I General (in English ).-IIave you ever had criminal intercourse with 
that woman anywhere? - No; never. In any place in the world? 
No. Sir.A. Cockburn.-The questions ought to l)e put in Italian, that 
the woman may understand them. The Attorney General (through the 
intrel'reter in Italian ).-Did you ever see that woman in the sacri
ty of 
the church at Viterbo? No. Sir A. CocI:burn.-Let her be placed 
where the jury can see her. z The Attomey General objected." Sir A. 
Cockbzt1'1z.-It is very hard, that as he is hrought to contradict her on 
oath, the jury may not see her countenance. The Attorne..1/ General.- 
You {'xcluded the prosecutor while the witnesses were being examined 
against him. Sir A. Cockburn.-But now they are confronted; surely 
the jury should see the countenances of both! The Attorncy Gaz('1'((l 
ntraiu oùjected, and heing supported by the Court, continued his exami- 
nation of Achilli. Have you ever seen her in the house of a relation of 
yours? No. Have you ever had criminal intercourse with her? No. 
Did you ever give her any pocket-handkerchiefs and sausages? No. I 
x It is to be observed these answers were so many formal negatives of the 
charges in the plea, following the precise words there used, like his affidavit. 
Y The first witness, who was now sent for into court: when she came in, she 
was placed opposite Achilli, with her back to tbe jury, who could not see her. 
She looked at him with an air of innocent wonderment as she heard him 
quietly contradicting all she had sworn. See her evidence and her cross- 
examination as to the Gentilis, which Sir A. Cockburn contended con- 
firmed her. 
... The reason was that everyone remarked the truthful character of her 
countenance, and her shocked expression at the aEsertions of Achilli. 
" The objection spoke volumes to the hearer, and will to the reader. Achilli's 
counsel shrunk from any real confronting of him and his accusers. It was 
apparent to every one present that he nerved himself by a powerful effort to 
meet them; his hands moved, and his countenance worked convulsively, and 
strikingly contrasted with the quiet and composed aspect of the woman, who 
looked" more in sorrow than in anger." So much did the Attorney General dr('ad 
the effect of her countenance on the court and jury, that directly he had finished 
his questions respecting her, he peremptorily ordered her out of court. And 
such was the witness whose nil' of truthfulnesf; he dur
t not contt'lnl'late or fairly 
face-to whom he imputed perjury! 
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alll nut speaking- of any presents given at any time, but as-rewarùs for 
criminal intercourse l Certainly not. I have not at any time given 
such thinßs to anyone. You have not given a handkerchief at any time? 
.Perhaps I may have given an old handkerchief to a poor woman. 
Do you know a person of that name? I know one b of the name of 
Rosa di Allessandris, a nun, a relative of mine, of St. Bernardino, in 
Viterbo. 'V ere you ever found 
ilty of having debauched, seduced, 
and robbed of her honour Rosa di Allessandris? The one of whom I 
have spoken is older than I am in age. That is no answer. (Question 
repeated.) 'Vith her I could not commit any sin, because she is shut 
in a nunnery. Lord CA
[rßELL.-Answer the question! I never was 
found guilty of having debauched, seduced, and robbed of her honour 
a woman of that name. I know of no other woman of that name except 
my relative. I never had carnal connection with Rosa di Allessanòris, 
in the sacristy of the church at Gradi, or anywhere else. I never gave 
any money to the father of Rosa di Allessandris as hush-money. I 
think I was a child of five or six when the father of Rosa di AIles- 
sandris died. In the month of July, 1ß34, did you debauch, seduce, 
and carnally know a woman whose name is unknown, and who was 
hefore ehaste?C (Laughter.) No. In 1834 I wason my tour with the 
provincial, and returned in November to Viterbo. In 1835, while resident 
at Viterbo, in the neighbourhood of Monte Fiaseoni, did you debauch, 
&c., one Vincenza di Guerra? In 1835 I was not at :i\1:onte I'iasconi, 
nor at Viterbo, nor do I know Vincenza Guerra. Did you debauch 
any woman at Capua? No. I was at Capna in 1835, occupied 
preaching morning and evening. I resided in the house of the cardinal 
archbishop. I resided all that time under the eyes and nose of the 
archbishop. Did you, in that year, or at any other time, have any con- 
nection with any woman who was "chaste and unmal'l'ied." No. 
(The witness Principe, now Balisano, was here brought into court.) 
I am now going to ask you about Naples in 1840. Do you know that 
woman? d No! You were in 1840 living at Naples as a secular priest, 
having obtained your letters of secularization? Yes. Did you ever see 
that woman in the sacristy of the church at Naples? No. I have never 
seen that woman. This is the very first time I have seen her. The 
Attorney General (handing to him the paper which had been identified 
by Principe). I know this paper very well. The filling up in writing 
is mine. This paper was given for an image in the church of St. Pietro 
Martyro to collect money. I did not collect the money, but there was 
one specially charged to do it. Persons came to wl'ite their names, hut 
they did not come into the sacristy; they stayed at the door. I never 
had connection with that woman in the sacristy, or in any rooms off the 


b The reader will remark the peculiarity of the answers in this and other 
instances. 
C The Attornev General, in repeating the different averments of the plea, 
made merry with" their formality, to hide the formality of his questions. 
d Similar remarks apply in this as in the fonner case. The Time8 stated,- 
"The effect produced by these meetings was dramatic, the poor women eyeing 
their alleged seducer with half-timid yet steady glances, while he, his face 
overspread for the moment with a slight pallor, turned upon them eyes that 
seemed to pierce througl:1 them." The impression made upon everyone in 
court by this confronting was the reverse of un favourable to th8 witnesses; and 
the Attorney General, conscious of it, did not venture to repeat the experiment. 
He did not dare confront Achilli with Principe and her mother together, nor 
with any of the Engli
h witne
ses. 
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sacristy, or anywhere. Do you rememher. while you were at any time 
walking' in a procession, the mother of Principe addressing you? No. 
\Vere you ever before the police on the suhject of any chan
e malIc 
against :you respecting Principe ? No. You were never lJefore the 
police on the subject of the charg-e? No. \Vhcn I came awa
r from 
the Dominicans the hrethren hegan to make war upon me, and they 
spread charges against me. I made no account of this, as is my custom. 
My friends, irritated at such J)roceedings. tried in every way to suhvert 
and destroy such charges. Did the duke of Lavrillo interfere? Sir 
A. E. Cockburn.-IIow can he swear to what the duke did? Lord 
CA1\IPDELL.-Unless he were present. The ..1ttornc..1/ Gcncml.-IIad 
you communications with the duke on the subject? \Vith all my friends. 
Were you ever before the police with the duke of Lavrino and your 
friends? No. In Corfu did you know a tailor, named Gal'imoni? 
Yes. Did the wife live with her mother 
 Yes. Did you Ii ye next 
door to them at Corfu? Yes. Did you ever commit adultery with 
Garimoni's wife?c No. I remember a fact that happened. f One 
night I was passing before the house of the wife of Garimoni. She 
was at the door and called me, asking me to answer certain questions. 
She began to ask these questions, when we were surprised hy her 
husband. The questions were hut begun, but not finished. I helieve 
she meant to ask me if I had heard any noise in her house on the 
previous night; and I believe she alluded to certain screams or cries 
that in fact I had heard. Before the questions were finished Garimoni 
came up. He began very furiously to inveigh against his wife. I 
was at the door of the house. It appears to me that he pushed me 
inside the house. g Certain it is I made a step within the door. I 
reproved Garimoni for this his had conduct to his wife. I made way 
with my hands and got out. That is the only occasion I was ever 
in the house. I never met her in any place. \Vas any complaint 
made against you for adultery with her? Some days after I heard 
that Garimoni spoke against me through the city. I went to com- 
plain to the secretary of the lord high commissioner, :Mr. Fra
er. 
Do you know anything more of your own knowledge, as to Garimoni 
and his wife? J have heard that, Garimoni wrote certain letters, but 
no lllore. h \Vhen you were at Corfu had you two persons in your 
service, Coriboni and his wife ? Yes. They remained in my serviee 
all the time I remained at Corfu, and all the time I remained 
at Zante. They did not come with me to Zante, hut they 
came some weeks after I had gone. I knew 1\11'. Reynolds at Zante 
very well. I did duty in a chapel at Zante. 1\11'. Reynull]s was 
one of my congregation. I lived near him. His house did not look 
into mine, but mine did into his. ]\Iy house was higher than his, amI I 
could see his house only from my upper windows. There were two upper 


e It was remarked at the bar that this was a case in which the police procced- 
ings precluded total denial. 
f The reader will observe how strongly all this confirms the witnesses for 
the defence, and let him compare it with the cross-e
amination of Garimoni's wife, 
who quite contradicted him. Lord Campbell ne\Cr remarked on the
e discre- 
pancies. 
g Even this is quite consistent ",ith the story toIcI by the witm'!'ses for the 
defence, for they said Garimoni tried to detain AchilIi, and this" pushing in, " 
which he spedks of, may have been a!> he was pressin
 out. 
h Thc reader ",ill ohserve the evasive charal"ter of the answer, and the cautious 

dY in wruch the ne
t ql1e
tion is concei\Cd. 
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windows. I think it would have been necessary (for me) to have put 
the person out of window to be seen. I never committed any indecency 
with Coriboni's wife. Did Mr. Reynolds ever remonstrate with you on 
any conduct of yours towards her 1 Non mi ricordo. i I l.eeollect that 
]\[;.. Reynolds, ailer an event that happened between us, did speak to me 
relative to the persons in my service. I had in friendship and charitahly 
given some slight reproof to :Mr. Reynolds hecause he was in the hahit, 
at that time, of drinking a little too much in the evenin
r, and bein
 
drun k. (Laughter.) The first time it appeared to me that he received 
it (the r
proof) with resignation. At the second time he became a little 
displeased. After this he began to absent himself from the congrega- 
tion. After a certain time I saw no more of him at my congrep-ation. 
After the reproof I wen t to pay him a visit, to make friends with him 
again, and then he, assuming an altogether serious tone, began to 
reprove me about my servants. He said that they had been, before 
coming to me, persons not of good morals. I answered t!tat I should 
he satisfied if they behaved well wltile thcy were in my housc. j I 
be
ged him to tell me if he had an
.thing to say against them at 
that time. I remember that he himself spoke in eulogy of them,k only 
he would have me, at his will, send them away. Corihoni lived 
with his wife in the house with me. Thev had a child. Coriboni's 
wife never slept with me. She never dÍll
d with me. I never told 
.Mr. Reynolds that Coriboni's wife, " poor Albina," was going to dine 
with me. I never walked arm-in-arm with her in the public streets. 
'fhe band used to play late at night. I never went with Coriboni's 
wife, late at night, to hear the band play, nor did I ever go alone. 
My con
regation increased very much after 1\1r. Reynolds left it. I 
continued to do duty in the chapel about six or seven months after 
he left-as long as I continued in Zante. I did duty in the chapel to 
the last moment I was at Zante. The congregation increased up to 
the last moment. Do you know that woman (Principe's mother,! 
who was now placed opposite him) 1 No, no, no; I do not know her 
at all. 'Vhen I left Zante COl.iboni and his wife left my service. When I 
was at the college at l\[alta there were two priests there, Saccares and 
Leonini. They had been converted from the Romish Church. The 
accusation aga"ïnst Saccares and Leonini was made while I was in Lon- 
don, and the allegerl faults were committed while I was away.m The 
accuser was an Armenian priest, to whom, according to my judgment, 
no credit ought to be given. I was charged by the committee of the 
:\Ialta College in London to make inquiries into these charges, althou
h 


i Here, again, the reader will remark the reply. 
j This answer excited so much attention, that Sir A. Cockburn caused it to 
be repeated, and specially animadverted upon it in his reply. It need scarcely 
be said, that Lord Campbell took no notice of it in his charge. 
k The reader will appreciate the probability of this, after the admissions 
already made by Achilli, and the evidence of the other witnesses, as to the woman's 
character. 
1 She had been brought into court directly after the daughter, and the Attor- 
ney General did not confront them together with AchilIi, and delayed for some 
time confronting them at all, during which time the poor woman sat in court; 
and, of course, Achilli had time to prepare for it, and was evidently hracin
 
himself up for it; but his hanùs and his face evinced consiùerable agitation 
of mind, 
m It was stated in the evidence for the defence that Achilli "as residing in the 
house with the:.e persons at the time. 
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I had ad vised the secretary of the committee not to institute proceed- 
ings against these accused persons. I gave as a reason because I knew 
very well the character of the accused, and that no credit ought to be 
given to the accusation. I afterwards investigated the matter on my 
return to Malta. l\iy result was that there was not any credit to he 
givel
 to the charge, and I have pleasure in adding that neither 1\11'. 
Hadfield nor any other person has ever found that the charges were true. 
It appeared that our inquiries were finished when it came to my know- 
ledge that they were continued still on the part of Mr. Hadfield. I 
complained of this to him and to the vice-principal. The principal 
answered that he had been charged by the committee thoroughly to in- 
vestigate. I sent Saccm'es somewhere. Defore I sent him I communi- 
cated to Mr. Hadfield that Saccares was going on a commission intu 
Sicily." I did not send him away to hinder and stifle the investigation. 
Were you implicated in the charges? I fancy not; as they were in 
Malta, and I was in London. As far as I know I was not implicatc,I 
in the charges. Were you dismissed from the college of 1\1alta for 
several acts of vice and immorality? No. Did you ever preach against 
the laws of chastity and morality ? No. You were not an infidel? I 
helieve not. O \Vas there ever a time when you did not helieve in the 
truths of Christianity? No. Lord CA
rrBELL.-Was there ever a 
time when yOU did not believe in the divine mission of our Saviour? 
No. The ÃttornCjj General.-After your marriage you came to this 
country with your wife? Yes. I was lodging, when in England, ill 
1847, at No.3, St. James's-street, at the house of Miss Lamhert. I 
l..new Catherine Gorham there. I never took any liberties with the 
servant, of Miss Lamhert. When you came to Engiand with your wife 
where did you live? I was living at No. 20, N orthumherla.nd-street; 
:tfterwards in Shafteslmry-crescent: I had there a servant named 
Harriet, I think. I never conducted myself indecently to Harriet 
Harris. I never attempted to seduce Harriet Harris. I think I had a 
servant named Jane Legge. I had two of the name of Jane. One fol- 
lowed Harriet Harris. That Jane lived about six months or so, but I 
do not recollect exactly. I never had criminal intercourse with her. T 
u
ver behaved indeeently to her, nor did I ever attempt to seduce her. 
I rememher Sarah, who came from the House of Mercy, at Windsor. 
I never had criminal intercourse with her, nor attempted it. You were 
in the prisons of the Illfluisition upon two occasions? Yes. Was there 
:tny proceeding in the courts of the Holy Office against you? No; 
(conecting himself) Yes. The first time you were at the Inquisition, 
were you questioned hy the In(luisition f Yes; every day. Lord 
CAMPßELL.-What. charges were made? I was charged with regard to 
my teaching in the school, and in the pulpit, and my conduct in the 
confessional. 'rhe Attorney Gencral.- W as there any charge hrought 
against you except upon account of your teaching? No. Not for 
your moral conduct? No; the Illfl'1Ïsition is not competent to judge 
of those offences. P I do not ask what passed when you were not }H'e- 
sent, but were you to your face never charged in the Inquisition 
with immoral conduct? No. Personally? No. 'I Do you know of 


II Bya letter written the day he went away, and which of course could not be 
received till he had left.-See the cross-examination. 
o A :\tahomedan could say the I'ame. 
r This is in direct opposition to the eviùence of the hishop of Southwark, 
'1 Perhaps not, literally; out suppo"e the proet:cdings wcrt' in writing, and 
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anJ charge of immorality being made against you to the Inl}\lisition? 
No. Did you ever hear of such a charge made against your moral cha- 
racter? I think not. Did you ever make any confession to the Inqui- 
sition of having had carnal intercourse with any women at Viterho or 
elsewhere? No. (The judgment of the Inquisition, whieh had been 
put in yesterday, was here shown to him.) You see the statement there 
of your confession, and throwing yourself on their mercy 
 Yes; I 
see it. Did you make any confession, and throw yourself on their 
mercy 1 No. Perhaps they might have asked me, at the commence- 
ment, whether I was content to stand or throw myself upon their mercy? 
Upon that supposition I should have answered "yes ;" and then the 
chancellor of the Inquisition would naturally have written that I threw 
myself upon their mercy.r This is not simply throwing yourself on their 
mercy, hut acknowledging" the sentence and submitting to punishment 
(he reads it). I believe that the first words may be admitted, hut not 
the last. I did not ask not to be chastised, if I merited it. On the 
contrary, I should desire that proceedings should be instituted in such 
manner as justice required. I may have said I should receive with 
resignation whatever orders or dispositions might emanate. I cannot 
admit the rest. Not the part in which it is stated or sa.id,-if they 
wanted to proceed with greater rig-our, your confession would be suffi- 
cient ? It is probable I may have put in the first part, but not the 
second. The first part applies to charges as to your teaching, Lut not 
to any charge made against you about deflowering women? No. Lord 
CA!\IPBELL.-On what charges did these proceedings take place? Rl'la- 
ti ve only to my teaching. 'Vas there any sentence or judgment? No. 
No judgment, no sentence was pronounced upon me; only a decree of 
the Congregation of the Holy Office, ordered by the Pope, that I should 
be set at liberty. I was set at liberty under certain conditions, that I 
should become reconciled again to the Holy See, and, in the meantime, 
that I should abstain from the exercise of my ministry. This recon- 
ciliation, according to the secret instructions given, consisted in that I 
should write and publish some book in favour of the Roman Catholic 
Church. I must correct an observation I made, not having sufficiently 
reflected." My incarceration at the Inquisition took place in lR.n, and 
after my liberation I remained a certain time at Rome, and afterwards, 
as I said, I went into the country, in the nei,
hbourhood of Rome. 
These are all the conditions upon which I was released from the In'lui- 
sition on the first occasion. t 
Cross-examined by Sir A. E. Coclchurn.-You became a monk of the 
order of St. Dominic in 1320? Yes. You were professed, and took 
the vows? Yes. What are the vows yOU took? The Dominicans 
profess one single vow; it is in these words: "I, Giacinto Achilli, pro- 
mise obedience to God, to the blesseò Virgin, to the patriarch St. Do- 
minic, and to you, most Reverend Father General of the order, till 
he received a copy of the charges, and confessed them? The Attbrney General 
would have put that question if he durst. 
r The reader will remark the cautious character of questions and answeril 
here, and compare them with the judgment, and the affidavit and narrative of 
Achilli, ante. 
· A remarkable expression, coupled with the f<lct that he carefully reflected on 
every reply he gave. 
t The examination in chief la!'ited from half-past nine till a quarter to one. 
The Court tht'n ad.ioul"Ot'11 fOl. a ft'w minut{'o; for refrr:;hment-an opportunity 
of which Achilli aVllilt'd himself. 


K 
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death." Do 
'ou mean to say, on the oath you have taken, that you 
did not take a vow of poverty and chastity 
 (Achilli was silent, pro- 
fessing not to understand-question repeated.) I believe not. Are 
you not in a condition to swear positively on the subject, one way or 
the other? (Achilli was silent, professing not to understand.) Oh, 
)"ou understand me perfectly! Do you mean to tell the Court you do 
not know what vows you took on becoming a monk 1 I believe the 
vow of obedience. Do you swear that 1 Yes. And that JOU took no 
vow of poverty or chast.ity 1 Yes. And that these vows are not taken 
by persons who become monks of the order of S1. Dominic 1 If it is 
not their intention to profess and to take those vows, cert..1.inly they do 
not t.ake those vows. That is not. an answer! What I ask you on 
your oath is, whether, when persons become monks of the order of St. 
bominic, they are not under the obligation to take the vows of poverty 
and chastity 1 It depends upon their own will. Is it not a necessary 
condition to their being admitted into the order1 The necessary con- 
dition is the vow of obedience alone. u You became a priest in 1824? 
Yes. Is chastity part of the vocation of a pl'iest 1 Yes (with a sar- 
donic smile). You were resident at Viterbo, with occasional absences, 
until 18331 Yes. Now can you state that, from the time you were 
professed, in 1m!), until )'OU left in 183:1, you had no intercourse with 
any women whateved (Achilli was silent, smiling in the same man- 
ner.) Answer the question! Have :you, during the time you were at 
Viterbo, from 1826 until 1833, had intercourse with women 
 (Some 
moments silent, with the same unpleasant smile, half convulsive.) I 
have not had intercourse with any women, according to the tenor of 
the imputation which has been made against me. V Have you had in- 
tercOUl'.se with other women besides those 1 (Silent, with the same 
disagreeable sort of smile.) The Att01.1WY General objected. Lord 
CAMPBELL.-I cannot com!)el him to answer, but Sir Alexander has a 
right to put the question. Sir A. Coclhum.-Then, Dr. Achilli, I put 
this question, whether you had not, during your residence at Viterbo, 
intercourse with other women (silent ),-1 am not speaking of those in 
the libel, I speak of others 1 (Still smiling). I could answer, no. 
But I ask whether you will answer no 1 (Silent, with the same smile.) 
I am privileged by the judge not to answer. You decline to answer 
on the ground of privilege? I accept the privilege, and beg not to 
answer. From 1819 to 1ß33 I had no intercourse according to the 
Imputation cast upon me. Have you had intercourse with many 
others 1 \Vhether I have had intercourse with others I decline to 
answer, because I am p1'Ívileged by the judge. Did you ever have in- 
tercourse with women during that period in the sacristy of a church! 
No, never. \Vere you, in 182fi, sent to Qucrcea for three months for 
penance 1 No. \Vere you, in 1826, sent to Quercea for three months? 
I went of my own accord. You mentioned that the provincial, while 
you were at Viterbo, took you with him on a tour of visitation; who 
\Vas he 1 lIe is changed every two years. In 1833 was Drochetti 
provincial 1 And Spaletti vicar of the bishop? Yes. He was a great 
u The reader will compare this with the evidence of the Dominican monk, 
previom,ly examined, and that of Achilli's own witness, the apostate monk. 
.. I. e. according to the terms of the libel. This answer caused a visible sensa- 
tion in court. A!>suming him to be guilty of the crimes there charged, by swear- 
ing thus he would avoid (as far as possible) any proof of them, while at the 
!lame time, by declining to deny such offences, he would secure himself again:st all 
indictment for perjury. 



REPORT OF THE TRIAL. 


131 


friend of yours, was he not 1 Oh, yes. Now, at the time when Brochetti 
took you, had not complaints been made against you as to your moral 
character? (Silent.) There Wel"e charges against you 1 {Still silent.) 
Come, come, answer that! Some things may have been said about it, 
but I did not hear them; or if I did, it would make no impression 
upon my mind. Were there not charges made against you by Spaletti, 
the vicar of the bishop 1 Yes; I think there were. Some charges 1 
Yes. Is that the man of whom you say in your book, "There was 
one crafty man who used to calumniate me behind my back; a cer- 
tain Spaletti, vicar of the bishop: he raised various reports a
ainst me, 
and also made use of some Dominican monks who were displeased 
with my advancement"
 Yes. Then he did make complaints about 
you 1 Yes. And the other monks too 1 I believe so; I was told so. 
Now, did you not go on this visitation tour to get out of the way of 
these "reports" or charges made against you 1 No, no. Did you 
not know, when you started on the visitation, that these charges were 
in circulation against you 1 I was then at a distance from Viterbo, 
and did not know what passed in Viterbo: I started from Rome. How 
long had you left Viterbo before you went on the visitation 1 Some 
weeks, I think. 'Vhen you left Viterbo to go to Rome, did you not 
know of these complaints and accusations against you? There was not 
a word to say against me when I left Viterbo. How came you to go 
to Nepi in 18341 To make a visitation of a convent. 'Vas there not, 
in 1834, a charge made against you of having attempted the virtue of 
a woman in the cardinal's house 1 No. 'Vill vou swear that 1 Yes. 
Have you ever heard anything of that charge'
 I may have heard it 
among other stories, but without foundation. Did you not hear it in 
1834, before you left to go to N epi 1 (Achilli professed not to under- 
stand.) Oh, you understand me perfectly. I ask whether that 
charge had not been made against you before you left for .N epi 1 I 
cannot exactly recollect whether it was made a little before or after my 
journey. I ask you whether you did not go to Nepi to get out of the 
way of that charge 1 No, no. What was this charge about the woman 
in the cardinal's house 1 I do not recollect; I may have heard it, but 
I do not know. Did you hear of such a charge being made,-it is a 
serious thing to have attempted the virtue of a woman in the house of 
a cardinal !-did you hear of it 
 Non mi ricordo! Why, is it not 
a thing to make an impression upon a man 1 No, thousands of such 
accusations have been made against me: I am indifferent to such accu- 
sations. Then the accusations have been made 1 At Rome, for in- 
stance, it was said that I had killed a nun! Now, in 1835, you 
obtained the brief of secularization 1 Yes. On condition of obtaining 
a patrimony 1 Yes. Are not the words in the brief in the plural, re- 
ferring to the vows you had taken 1 "Votornm." Do you still persist in 
saying that you took only one vow? Yes; that is a common form of 
the brief of secularization. Well, but if it be the common form, to 
speak of the monks' vows, do you still persist in saying that they only 
take one vow 1 There are two Dominican monks to be called; you may 
ascertain from them the real nature of the vow. Yes; but at present 
I must ascertain from you. 'Vhen did you obtain your patrimony 1 
Soon after I obtained thf' decree of secularization from the government. 
When was that 1 It is dated 6th August, 1839: I produce it. It is 
the authorization of the government,-the royal exequatur. Is that 
required by the law? Yes. That the government should concur with 
the Pope before a monk can be secularized? Yes. You obtained that 
J{ 2 
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in w:m? Yes. And soon after you got ).our patrirnoll)' ? Yes. Then 
up to that time you continued to be a monk? (Smilin
.) Accordin
 
to the law of Naples, I was no longer a monk; and I did not then 
helong to the diocese of X aples. Is it not necessary to the seculariza- 
tion that you should get a patrimon)' and royal authorization, which 
JOu did not obtain tilllß39 ? Yes. And do JOu then mean to say 
that you did not continue a monk in the interval between 1835 and 
183Ð 
 No, no; I was a monk from 1ß35 to 1ß3B, under a monastic 
vow. Now, to give effect to the Pope's brief of secularization, is it not 
necessary that you should be accepted hy some ordinary? Yes. \\r as 
that ever done 
 Yes. When an ordiunry accept<; a secularized monk, 
does he not write what he has done on the Pope's brief, and return it to 
Rome as the record of the secularization 
 It is not necessary that he 
should write it on the same document. Is not that the ordinary course? 
Yes or no. Now, when you were at Viterbo I understood you to say 
that you never saw Elena Valente? 
 o. N ever before to-day? No. 
Had not the Christopher family a house in the neighhourbood of Viterbo? 
Y ('so \Vas Christopher dead? Yes. Had he married a GentHi 
(smiling)? In the house of Christopher, where I went, there was a lady 
and her son. Now this lady-wa.s she not the widow of a Christopher? 
Yes. And was she not a Gentili? I think so. Was she not a Gentili ? 
(Silent.) Yes or no; upon your oath, was she not a Gentili before she 
married; and at that time was she not a widow? (After a pause) Yes. 
And did you not pass a month in the year referred to at that lady's house? 
Yes. Was there not a ;young woman named Elena Valente, a servant 
in the house? (Achilli professed not to understand.) Oh. you under- 
stand the question! I never saw that face before. I think I can 
recal it an to your recollection. \Vas there not a lame girl there! I 
do not know. 'Vas there not a lame servant girl there? Nun mi 
,.ico,,.do. I had no reason to recollect it. But the girl says she has much 
reason to remember ,you. (Laughter, in which Achilli joined.) 'Vas 
there not a servant girl there at that time 1 Non mi ricordo: it is im- 
possible to recollect. Do you remember going out to see shooting? I 
mày have done so. I used to go out shooting. Is that part of the 
vocation of a monk? (Achilli laughed.) The grand vicar used to go out 
shooting too! (Laughter.) Lord CAlIll'BELL.-Sir Alexander, in Roman 
Catholic times bishops used to keep hounds. Sir A. Cockburn.-Not 
monks, my lord. (To Achilli.) Did you never take out that girl on any 
occasion to see the shooting? No. I took no woman with me, because 
I took the son of l\1adame Christopher. Did you ever take any female 
out with you? No, never. Did you never see her before to-day? 

eV"er. Have ;you friends at Viterbo at the present time? I do not 
know; because I am not allowed to keep up a correspondence. Have 
you relations there? Several. And you mean to say 
'ou cannot corre- 
spond with them? I cannot. Is it that they refuse to have an
-thing- 
to do with you? No. Have you attempted to correspond with them? 
Since I came to London I have not tried. You have no difficulty in 
getting friends for this prosecution? (Smilin::; sardonically) I hope 
that the l}rovidence of God will furnish me with the means. Yes, }mt 
Providence is expected to work through the agencies of this world. Who 
provides the funds for this prosecution? The providence of God. (Still 
smiling-,) Through whom 
 l\Iv friends. Who arc they? They do 
not exist ;vet! Explain. I me'an that I hope friends \
.ill havè the 
kinònf>
h to provide for this need of minf'. Lorò CUfPßF.J,I. intimated 
some douht a
 to the relenmc.,' of this. Sir A. ('od.-l'"m.-l mean to 
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"how that funds are not wanting. Lord C.UIPBELL.-From what I 
can see I believe funds are not 
antinA' on eith
r sille. 
ir..A.. Coc/.:- 
bllrn.-Have you caused inquiries to be made at Viterho, with respect 
to Elena Valente or Gui
tini? 1'0; nor about any other of the 
women named in the plea; but I have caused that which was done 
bv my adversaries at Viterbo to he ohserved. Through whom? If I 

ere to name the person it would tend to compromise him. I gather 
from your last answer that YOU have the means of communicating 
with Viterbo? It is not proved (smiling) that I have the means of 
communicating with Viterho. I have only the means of communicating 
Ly the Roman States. At all events I understand you to say you have 
caused ohservations to be made in Viterho? w Yes. Now I have to ask 
you about Rosa di Alessandris: Did you never know a person of that 
Ilame besides the nun? No. I am speaking of a person with light 
hair, now married? No. There is no such person among the other 
women you will not tell me about? No. Did you ever give money 
to the father of any girl? No, no, never. Or caused it to be given ( 
Ko. Did )"OU ever know of the convent giving money to hush up an 
affair in which you were concerned? No. According to your accuunt 
the monks at Viterbo were very wicked people?" I am not come 
here to cry out. against monks. But you have cried out against them, 
and written against them. Yes, when time and circumstances allowed 
of it. But now that you are not writing but speaking upon yuur oath, do 
you abide by what vou have written, that they are such profligate people? 
I lla ve not said that the monks at V iterLo were so. \VelI, w hat sort of 
people were the
r? Some good and some bad. y "r ere 
'ou not reproved by 
the superior? So long- as I remaint'd among the Dominicans I was their 
idol. You left in 1833? Yes. In 11335 
'ou were at Capua? Yes. \Vhen 
were you at Naples? After I spent a Lent at Capua. K ow I must ask 
you whether, while you were at Capua, you llad not intercourse with 
women? I must give the same answer as before: I said before, I spent 
at Capua a Lent, under the eyes and nose of the cardinal archbishop. 
That is not an answer to my question! I appeal to the privilege granted 
by the judge. Now, while 
'ou were there, under the eyes and nose 
of the cardinal archbi
hop, did 
rou not make an attempt on the virtue 
of one of his chamberlaill
? No, never. 'Vere )'011 charged with it '? 
No, never; it is quite new'. As to a.ny others, 
'uu put ;yourself upon 
your privilege? I could answer no; but I have a Pl'ivilege, and I 
mean to avail m
rself of it. Do you consider a charge of unchastity a 
serious imputation on your character as a Roman Catholic priest, while 
,rou were one, or as a Protestant cIerl!yman, since ;you have become 
one? I consider these are real crimes for an
r Christian, and I do not 
make much difference between a clergyman and a layman. \V ould 

rou not be glad to have an opportunity of clearin[!' 
rourself from these 
imputations, if you could do so 
 The Attorney General objected, and 
.. The inference of course would be, that if he could have discovered anything 
to the discredit of the witnesses he would have done so. Surely this was im- 
portant? Yet Lord Campbell never adverted to it. 
I The only ones be could know much about, since, after leaving Viterbo, he 
"Was constantly shifting from place to place. 
y Which of course is, and has ever been, the truth, and is a mere truism-a truism, 
however, on which the whole fabric of falsehood against the Catholic priesthood 
or religious orders is built. No one doubts there may be bad monks and bad 
pne!'ts; but the hi!'tory of AchiIli and his as!'ociates fjho
 s that the\" an becnm
 
Frote!!tants. .\nd he 
lIYS he never 
.i1; a monk. . 



134 


ItEPOItT OF THE 1'IU.AL. 


Lord CAMPBELL interposed. Sir A.Cocl.:burn then directed the woman, 
Maria Principe, whom he had previously called in, to be placed where 
both the prosecutor, the judge, and the jury could see ber. There 
(to Achilli); have you ever seen that woman before this day 1 No. 
Do 
FOU mean to swear that 1 (Achilli looked confused under her 
quiet, steady glance; his hands moved nervously, his countenance 
changed, he hesitated, and faltered),-I see before me an Italian face 
(hesitating again): it is more of a Neapolitan (still hesitating): her 
dress confirms me in the notion that she IS a Neapolitan. Did you, on 
your oath, never see that woman before to-day 1 l\ly word is an oath: 
I believe the oath of a Christian superfluous. Do you mean to say 
that there is no sanction in an oath 1 No; but that my word is of the 
same value as an oath. Now, I ask you, on your oath, do you mean 
to say that you never had criminal knowledge of that woman 1 I do. 
(Sir A. Cockburn had the question repeated in Italian, with the same 
answer.) Let the mother stand forward! plother and daughter now 
stood together before Achilli.) Did you never see that woman 1 
Kever. You never saw her before 1 (To the interpreter: Put the 
question in Italian!) Never. Did not that woman and her husband call 
him from a procession and charge him with having debauched their 
daughter 1 No, never. Did anyone call him out from a procession 
and charge him with a crime 1 No; for this reason: it is impossible 
to ask for any monk who is going in procession. z "\Vas it not in 
consequence of the scandal caused by the incident that your friends 
instituted proceedings before the authorities 1 No. Did you make 
any complaints before the police? No. Did your friends, at your 
instigation 1 No, not through my insti
ation; but they made com- 
plaints. Did you know at the time that they were making com- 
plaints 1 They used to tell me they had done so. How long were 
these proceedings going on 1 I do not know; they told me of them 
many times. How long was it these proceedings lasted 1 A little 
time. "\Vell, did you not learn from your friends the llame of the family 
they had caused to be brought before the police 1 No. a "\Vhat! did 
they not tell you the name of the family they had summoned before 
the police 1 'rhey may have given me the name, but I cannot now 
recollect. b \Vhen ;you learnt from your friends that they had insti- 
· The confraternity of Santissimo Salvatori, at Rome, provides dowries for 
poor maidens. It is usual to conduct the latter in procession to the Dominican 
Church de S, Maria sopra Minerva (where Achilli) was, on the 2:Jth of March. 
The confraternity has filiations all over Italy, and very likely such was the pro- 
cession the Principes alluded to, i. e., a procession of girls, not of monks. (It 
is observable it occurs in March; and the Principes said the ipterview occurred 
at that time.) In this supposition Achilli's denial of the possibility of interrupt- 
ing him in a procession, was of the same character as his denial of having been 
at the house of a" Gentili," because he had married a Christopholi! Achilli 
would naturally be present, but not in the procession; and neither he nor she 
positively aUeged that he was in it, or forming part of it, but present, and 
assisting at some procession, not necessarily of monks. 
a The reader is requested to remark this part of the cross-examination; 
Achilli had sworn he never saw mother or daughter: the object of this cross- 
e
amination "as to test the probability of that-even assuming the charge agaimit 
him to have been false, on the supposition that he would naturally hear or 
learn the name of his accusers; and he admitted that the charge was brought 
before the police. 
b He was not asked to recollect the name, but whether he had been told it, 
or had known it at the time. 
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'tuted a complaint before the police, did you not think it worth your 
while to go before the police yourself? No; I knew these things had 
no reality.c: Now, with respect to this society at the Church of St. 
Peter the Martvr, was there not a book in which the names and pay- 
ments of the 
embers were entered 1 Yes. Did you not sometimes 
enter the receipt of the money in the book? Yes. You recognise 
the paper (handed to him) ? Yes. d Did you fill up the writing? Yes. 
Now, with respect to the secularization, which was completed in 1839 9 
were not charges made ag-ainst you hy the principal of the order? 
Yes. At that time? Yes. By Ancorani and Cardinal I
am- 
bruchini? Yes. These were the persons of whom :you speak in your 
hook, "Ancorani died, loaded with infamy; Lambruchini is still, 
for his greater punishment, among the living-"? Yes. These were 
the persons of whom you thus speak in this Christian spirit? I speak 
for the purpose of making a l'evelation to Christians. It is sometimes 
neccessary to give the names of persons. I ask you whether, at the 
time you completed 

our secularization, there were not charges pending- 
ng-ainst you, with the assent of the head of your order, Au('orani 
 
\Vhen I obtained my secularization, Ancorani was not my superior. 
I am speakinq- of 183!), when yon completed your secularization: were 
not charges then pending against you? \Vhen I exhibited my degree 
for secularization bitter war was declared against me. That is not an 
answer to my question. I ask you wheth
r, at the time you left the 
order, and perfected your secularization, there were not charges pend- 
ing against you on the part of the principal of your order? (Achilli,who 
had hesitated a good deal, here grew rather angry.) I am not come to 
continue these answers, which cannot haye to do with what I have 
come to state. e Lord CAMPBELL.-The question is perfectly admis- 
sible. Sir A. Cod.:burn.-At the time when the secularization was 
perfected, were there not proceedings pending against :rou with the 
concurrence of the general of the order? There were no accusations 
pendin
'-no proceedings. \Vere there no accusations against you 
without actual proceedings, which you may have anticipated? I can- 
not know of any accusations brought against me by Ancorani, hecause 
there wel'e no communications between him and me. Lord CAMP- 
BELL.-That is a precise answer. f Did you not quit the order to avoid 
proceedings being instituted against you? No. My petition for the 
royal exequatur was hefore I heard of the complaints against me. 
How Ion!! after the petition did you hear of the charges? A few 
weeks. \Vhen did you first hear of any charges being brought against 
you? There was some gossip talked about: I knew of this gossip 
after I had given the petition for an exerjllatur. Now, \Hre you not 


c: But the charge was a reality, and tbe person who made it; and the question 
was, whetht'r he had never had the curiosity to learn who it was, or to look at 
him? Conceive a clergyman having such a charge investigated at 'a police-court, 
and never being present to confront the girl! ! 
d The confirmation this gives to Principe is obvious; and it raises a strong 
presumption of probability that he must have seen her at the sacristy of that 
church. 
e The reader will have observed that this is not the first time Achilli was 
betrayed into an expression indicating that he had come to make certain pre- 
pared statements rather than unreserved disclosures of the facts. 
- f If this were so, why did he not give that answer before? But :;ee what 
f()llows. 
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lIuspended from your office of prior of the convent and ordered to 
go to Scurcola for penance fur three years 1 I have never been sus- 
pended from my office. I terminated my priorate in peace and good 
harmony with the monks, who were on the point of re-electillg me 
ag-ain when I was secularized. When did the priorship cease? In 
July, 183B. \Yere you ordered to go to Scurcola at any time for three 
years? After I had sent 8 petition to the government for an exequatur 
I received a curious letter from Ancorani. And among other curious 
things in it, was there an order to go to Scurcola ? To go somewhere; 
possibly Scurcola. \Yas it not in fact Scurcola? I received three orders: 
one to go to Benevento, another to Pensi in the Abruzzi, and the 
third, possihly, to Scurcola. Are not these convents houses of severe 
observance? No; because all these are small, and wherever the 
family is small there is no strict observance. Did not the letter of 
Ancoioani ordcr you to proceed to one or other place for three years 1 
No; because such an order is never given for a determined time. 
\Vere you ordered to proceed to one of these convents until he should 
permit you to leave it? All the orders so given are in this way- 
according to the will of the superior. Did not the letter state that the 
Ol"der proceeded upon the ground of these immoralities which are charged 
a!{ainst you? g As I said, the letter of Ancorani contained lllany curious 
things-he was an old man and had lost his wits. That is what you 
mean by saying in :rour book "he died loaded with execrations," and 
that he had been for forty-seven years Inquisitor, and had committed 
all kinds of iniquities? Did he not order you to go to the convent on 
the ground that you had been guilty of gross immorality? No, no. 
\Vas it so stated in the letter among the other curious things it con- 
tained? No, no. What were these curious things, then? There was, 
mnong other things, a question in which I was involved, because 
Aucorani wanted to bring about a reformation in Naples (AchilIi caught 
himself up at the word reformation, and immediately added)-" to 
change some good habits into bad ones." "A reformation to change 
good habits into bad ones!" Is that why you said he lost his 
wits? N ow I ask you, whcn you were at Naples, h did ;you not 
have intercourse with several women? To the same question I 
return the same answer. h How came you to leave Naples in ]84] ? 
(A chilli affected 110t to understand.) Oh, you understand! I ask 
\\hat caused you to leave Naples in 1841? i (Still he paused, and as- 
sumed an unintelligent look.) You understand me? It was for family 
matters (hesitating). I went there with the intention of going on to 
Vitcrbo. \Yh)", you were arrested, were you not? No, afterwards; not 
then. \Vere you not arrested by the police at Naples, and taken back 
to Rome? N o.w ])0 you mean to state that deliberately 1 (lIe hesitates). 
That you were not arrested, and taken back hy the police to Rome? 
1\0. \Vhere were JOu arrested? At Rome. \Vere any proceedings 
in!>tituted again:-;t :you at Naples? :t<ìo. \Vere yuu rcmoved from the 

capolitall dominions? No. 1\"or taken out uf :t<ìapl('s? .1'0. Keither 
then nor at any other time? 1\"0. In September, IU40,t were JOu not 


It The reader will not fail to remark these answers, and particularly the 
next! 
h It will be recollected, tbe Principes' case was alleged to have occurred 
therf'" 
i The ohject of thi
 rart of the cro6!o-naminlitinn 
a!' to 
how, that after the 
('candal ('auttd by the frincipe calie he W8! (fmOfed from Xerle!o 
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conduded by the Neapolitan police out of Naples, an
 a passport given 
you to Rome 1 Never was I conducted by the pohce of Naples out 
of the territory of Naples.J I left Naples in company with an uncle of 
mine. I went as far as :Fransoni, a town between Naples and Rome; 
I stopped there, and then returned to Naples, without having heard a 
word from the police. Now attend! did not the police direct you to 
leave Naples, and give you a passport for Rome
 and did you not leave 
Naples and go back again secretly? No; I never was told by the 
police in this matter to leave Naples at all. I asked for my passport 
from the :Minister for Foreig-n Affairs, and he sent it to me; and with 
that I went to Fransoni, and then returned openly to Naples. If you 
got a passport to Rome, why did you return to K aples ? Because I 
was lame. I had something the matter with my foot, and as a proof of 
this when I returned I was obliged to keep my bed. How long? I do 
not know. On the second occasion, did not the police remove you from 
Naples? After I got well I returned freely, and began again my jour- 
ney for the saUle purpose that had induced me to begin the first. That 
is a long- answer! I wanted a short one-yes or no--to this question: 
did not the police remove you from Naples after you had returned there 
from Fransoni? The police had not gIVen any such orders. Now how 
long- were you at Rome before you were arrested? I was a few weeks 
in Rome, and then I left it and went into the neighbourhood. How 
long- was it after you went there that you were arrested? (Achilli 
hesitated.) Lord CHIPBELL.-How long was it after you went to Rome 
before you were arrested? Several weeks. Sir A. Cockbwrn.-Were 
vou ar;ested in Rome? In Rome. Had you any office at that time in 
Rome? Having left the Dominican order, I had therefore renounced 
all those employments I had held while I was in the order. k Does the 
:Minerva College belong to the order? Yes. Had your professorship 
there been appurtenant to the Dominican order? Yes. Now, as to the 
I,roceedings in the Inquisition, you say no charge was made against you 
on the score of immorality? No. You say it is not within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court? It is not. You never admitted any criminality of 
any kind? No. Did you admit that you had preached in the pulpit
 
or taught in the confessional any erroneous doctrines ? No ; 1 there was 
no occasion. Why? Because they did not urge it. m Now answer the 


j The reader will remark these replies. 
k Then what bonours, or employments, or emoluments did he renounce, or 
the Inquisition deprive him of, after this, his return to Rome, in the year 1841 ? 
He represents (let it be observed) that he lost all in 18-11, for beresy alone. Yet 
he now admits he had nothing in 1841 to renounce. 
The object of this part of the cross-examination was to reduce Achilli to this 
assertion, either that there was no confession at all on his part, or no confession 
of immorality; and in the very next answer it will be observed, be said no heresy 
was charged. It is only after some reflection that he gives a different reply- 
that he bad been charged with heresy. And then, again, he appeared embar- 
rassed when pressed to say if there were a confession as to heresy, not only as 
having already denied that there was any confession at all, but as perceiving 
that this would be tantamount to such a charge of forgery against tbe Inquisition 
as might appear incredible. He underrated, however, the credulity of an English 
jury. He might well hesitate, however, for soon after he alleges that he was 
instructed to write a theological book-a curious commission for a convicted 
heretic. 
m Let it he obi'lerveri thi! Tra! he fore he bac! professed to be a Protestant, and 
before he 1\"as commis
ioncd to 
rite a book, as he says. 
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question, not infel'entially, but, yes or no, did you make any admission 
in respect of any matters with which you were charged? (He reflccts.) 
Oh yes; about justification by faith: I was charged with having 
preached justification by faith. 'V ell
 did you, in respect of that, throw 
yourself on the mercy of the Court? (Achilli paused-professing not 
to undcrstand.) Do you understand me? (He hesitated.) Did you 
not in respect of that preaching, throw yourself on the mercy of the 
Court? (He reflected, and then re{>lied), I confessed and justified my- 
self by St. Thomas of Aquinas. Ihd you throw yourself on the mercy 
of the Court? (He was again silent, affecting not to understand.) 
You understand me ? I ask ;you did you throw yourself on the mercy 
of the Court? No. They passed upon you a sentence of deprivation, 
did they not? It is a g-eneral rule that whoever is accused hefore the 
Court, remains suspended until he comes out of it. 'Vhat! if he be 
found guiltless? 'Vhoe\rer comes out of the Inquisition who is not 
absolutely absolved. Then you were not absolutely absolved? (He 
hesitates,) You were suspended? I was under surveillance. How long 
did you continue so? There was no time specified: it was until my 
final reconciliation with the Holy See. And during the time you re- 
mained under surveillance would you be excluded from the exerc'ise of 
the various functions of the priest.hood? Yes. Aud consequently 
incapable of any benefice or appointment in the church? Yes. 
Now, as well as being under surveillance, were you not ordered to 
remain for three years in one of the I'dig-ious orders of more rigid 
observance? I do not know. (Hesitating.) I have not known of this 
condition. Lord CA
IPBELL.- 'Vas such a sentence ever pronounced 
upon you? No, no sentence at all was given against me; n all that 
was done was a decree, in virtue of which I was allowed to g-o out of 
the Inquisition. Sir A. CockbltrJl.-Sul'veilIance was a condition of 
liberation? Y es. 'Vas it not also a part of the decree that you were 
to spend three years in some religious house of rigorous observation? 
No (hesitating), not in those words, but in other words; I was aù vised, 
admonished, warmly recommended, to pass some time in retirement; 
to go through what is called in Home" spiritual exercises." 0 (Reflect- 
ing.) You must observe that all those who come out of the Inquisition, 
even those who are declared innocent, are recommended to make t.hese 
exercises. What I ask you is this: whether 
'ou were not ordered, 
as part of the decree, to spend three years, prior to your reconciliation 
with the Church, to spcnd three years in a house of religious ohservance? 
(He hesitat.es.) Yes or no ! No. 'Vere you not taken to N azali for 
that purpose? I went from my choice. So a man may, and yet have 
police officers with him! Did you? No, no. You swear that positivel
r? 
Yes. Is there a house of more rigorous observance at N azali ? No 
(hesitating), not of strict observance, but a religious house. Diù you 
go there in consequence of the advice so warmly given you to perform 
n In his narrative, he says there was a " decree" against him; and the jury 
have found that, in the words of the plea, he was by a decree or sentence, " sus- 
pended Rnd deprived." 
o IJrobably those of St. Ignatius; and let those who partake in the popular 
prejudices against the Jesuits, only read this immortal work, on which the 
Jesuits are formed, and an admirable edition of which, in English, has recently 
been published by Cardinal 'Wiseman, who, in his excellent and eloquent preface, 
at once describes the marvellous effects produced on the hearts of all who pass 
through these exercises (a series of medit.ations on the great truths of Chri!:tianity 
"1wl the life of our Lord), .and discloses the real causes of these results. 
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religious exercises 1 (He hesitates; question repeated.) I went also 
for this purpose. I went to collect myself. And when you had suc- 
ceeded in collecting yourself, at the end of a fortnight, you took your- 
self off? Yes (with a laugh). \Vell, then you went to Ancona. Yes. 
For the purpose of getting out of Italy altogether? Yes. There you met 
Sigo Bocchiampi, who gave you a passport. Yes. Did you not put your 
own name in it? No. What was the necessity for this mystery: 
why did Jon not get a passport for yourself? I bad written to Rome 
to a friend of mine, and he answered that thð government would not 
give me one to go out of the Roman States; and I was recommended 
to go back to Rome. \Vell, you went to Ancona, and thence to Corfu; 
and JOU wen t and lived next door to Garamoni? No, not at first; 
afterwards. How long? Some months. How long after you went to 
live in that house did this affair happen about the husband surprising 
you at night? I lived in the first house some months; I believe it was 
about the middle of mJ stay in Corfu that it happened. Befol'e it 
happened had ;you ever spoken to the 'woman, his wife? Never. Did 
you know who she was? (He hesitates.) Then or immediately after? 
I have some doubts, because I had no regard for Garamolli, and did 
not care much about the family. Had anything happened to cause 
dissension between him and you? I employed him at first as a tailor. P 
\Yhere was he living ?-not with his wife '{ No. Did you not know 
that? Corfu was a small town; everybody knew it. Did J'ou not know 
that they had separated because not on good terms? At that time, I 
believe, 1 did not know it. Yet you say all Corfu knew he was not 
living with her? A fact may be known without the reason being 
known. At what time in the night did this surprise take place? I do not 
know exactly, but it was not my habit to go to my house much before 
eleven o'clock. Was it not nearer twelve? I cannot speak to a quarter 
of an hour. You say she called out to you, and put questions to you, 
which were interrupted by the arrival of the husband? Yes. Did 
you go to the door? I went near the door. Were you in the dress 
of a priest? No. Did she begin to put any question to you? No. q 
Then how did you know what she wanted? (He hesitates.) You 
suggested some questions as being put to you? She was about to put 
to me! About to put to you! then it was your imagination? Yes, 
from a few words. \Vhat were the few words? For instance, " have you 
healod" referred to the noise I had heard the night before. In your 
imagination? She did not use the word "scream"? No. \Vere you 
living next door? (He hesitates) No, not next door; at an angle. 
Did Garamoni charge you with having been in the house with his 
wife? Not that evening. Did he seize you? No; (hesitating) 
Yes (hesitating again) ; No. Did he not take hold of you? No, no. r 
Did 
TOU not try to get away! I believe he pushed against me. 
Did he not take"hold of you, and did you not struggle to get loose? 
No; he had nothing to say to me, only to his wife. But did he not 
chaloge his wife in your presence with having admitted you into her 
P Yet she swears positively she did not know him, wQich he does not venture to 
do, however! The reader will remark the phrase "at first" in connection 
with the question. Let the reader remark there was documentary evidence in 
this case, so a general denial would not do, as in the other cases. 
. q The reader will remark this reply, as compared with the other answers, 
and even compare these with the cross-examination of Garamoni's 
ife, 
r Which might: be for the purpose of pre,'enting him from leaving the house, 
iiS he was going to e1;C!\pe; and that confirms the evidence for the de[cnceo 
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company 1 That was his usual habit: (after a pause) he was ß man 
without civility. Oh! I am not talking of civility!-I ask you if he 
did not charge his wife with admitting you for improper purposes 1 
(He hesitated, and affected not to understand). This is the third time I 
have asked you, and you understand English as well as I do :-Did he 
not charge his wife with admitting you for improper purposes? I think 
not (pausing); I don't recollect his words precisely (pausing- again), but 
they appeared to have been these: "Worthless woman! I have caught 
thee!'. Did he not, while he held you, make her hold the candle to 
you? (He professed not to understand, and the question was repeated 
in Italian.) Oh, you know what I said! Did he not hold you 1 
(He still hesitated.) Did he not hold you, and make his wife bring a 
candle? Oh no; he did not put his hands on me. Did you not use 
your hands to get away? The door was small, and there were the 
husband and wife there, and I believe another person, and I was 
obliged to open my way and make a passage to get out.. And when 
you did get out you ran? No, I had no need of it; my own door was 
a few steps off. (Pausing.) Now that I recollect, my own house had 
two doors. Yes; and one of them was the back door? Yes. And did 
not the people in the street try to st.op you? No, no, no. But you 
got in at the back door? Yes. Now, did you know Garamoni after- 
wards said you had been there with his wife? (He hesitated.) Were 
you ever before the tribunal about it? No. Have you got Madame 
Garamoni here? (Achilli here smiled with sardonic triumph, and was 
silent.) Don't stand there grinning at me, but give me an answer! 
Yes, yes (still smiling-); ,you will have the pleasure of seeing- her! 
Well, have you got Madame Coriboni here? No. Where did you 
make the acquaintance of Coriboni? At Corfu. \Vhen you were 
there, you had put off your priestly character, had you not, and 
were travelling as the Cavalier Achilli? It was my name. Yes, but 
"cavalier," did you make use of that title in your passports (a nod) 
and on your card? (He hesitates.) Is not that the card you used 
(handed up to him)? Yes. Now, when did you make the acquaint- 
ance of Coriboni P In the summer of 1843. \Vhat was he? He wa!:J 
a small merchant; he went about with an operatic company; he was 
then engaged in business about the theatre. \Vhy, he was a chorus 
singer, was he not? I do not know (hesitating); I have never seen him 
8S such in the theatre-I believe he was so. And the wife, was she so? 
(Hesitates.) She had no occupation of her own. \Vhere did they live? 
At Corfu? Yes, while living at Corfu? Non mi ricordo. I ask you 
where they were li,.ing when first you made their acquaintance? I 
cannot recollect. How came you to have their acquaintance? All the 
Italians who were at Corfu 80ught my acquaintance, and took pleasure 
in it. Did you learn what was this woman's character? No. Did 
you take any trouble to ascertain? No. Was she dressed peculiarly 1 
No. How was she dressed? Very modestly. t \\Then you took her 
int.o your service, you knew nothing about her character? No. Who 
recommended the chorus singer to you! lIe himself came and re- 
()uested me to engage him. Did you take any trouhle to ascertain his 
character? No; I had known him habit.ually from sight, and he 


· The reader ",ill remark the many confirmations aU this presents to the 
eviMnce of the witnesses for the defence, to wbirh he is reque!>ted to refer. 
I The readpr will rf'mf'mber the e,'idence of !>e\'rral re!opectable artizans, as to 
her gr055 immodc5t
T of dre
1;, 
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8.ppea.red to be a good man. "'here had you occasion to see him? 
About the streets. He appeared a good man from his outward appear- 
ance? Yes. So you judge of people in that way? No. And the 
lady, did she appear from her outward appearance to be a good woman? 
I had no objection to her; I had nothing to find fault with about her. 
You mean her appearance I suppose: was she good-looking? Neither 
the one nor the other. You took them with you to Zante? I did not 
take them wit.h me. How soon did they come after you? A few weeks 
after. As soon as you were settled? No; I was three mont.hs in 
Zante before they came. When did you engage them as your servants 
in Corfu? In the summer of 184..1. Did you engage them to come into 
your service before you left Corfu for Zant.e? Yes. Then they were to fol- 
low you whenever you got a house? No, no; that was not our compact. 
What was your compact 1 I took them when I left Corfu. They were 
in your service at Corfu? Yes. And when you took your house at Zante, 
you sent for them again to Zante. Yes. You used part of your house 
for purposes of public worship, for your congregation? Yes. Now, 
the first time you opened it for that purpose, did Coriboni officiate 
as clerk? Yes. (Great laughter.) 'Vas he a Catholic? (Achilli 
laughed, as he replied) Neither a Catholic nor a Protestant, like 
most of the Italians. 'VeIl, then, he might have done for either a 
Protestant or Catholic church: were )"ou one of that class? No; 
he had an antipathy to the Roman Catholic Church, but nevertheless 
he was not a Protestant. Oh, he was in a state of transition, like 
the chrysalis: not good enough for a parson, but good enough for a 
clerk! (Achilli laughed, as did everyone else.) You were the par- 
Bon: you had got to a farther stage of transformation, and had 
become a Protestant! he had not gone so far, and could only 
be a clerk! (Laughter, in which Achilli joined, but with an 
air of annoyance.) And the lady, did she officiate? No. She was 
doorkeeper? No, no. Did she not sit at the door? Oh no, ne
er! 
Did Corihoni continue to officiate as clerk, or did he cease after 
the first time? No, no; he continued in that office to the last. 
Did not Mr. Reynolds speak to you on the impropriety of having 
these two persons in your service in the chapel? (Achilli paused, 
then replied) And I remember, as I have said, that after I had re- 
proached him about drunkenness, he spoke with me about the ser- 
vants. Lord CAlIIPBELL.-He gave a full explanation before. u Sir 
A. Cockburn.-Did he not, on the occasion of the opening of the chapel, 
remonstrate with you upon the impropriety of those persons being 
employed? No; on the contrary, he has often used my servants. 
The question I asked was, whether he did not remonstrate against 
your having them connected with the church? No, no. Now, you 
have represented that, on two occasions, you reproved him for his 
habits of intemperance? Yes; and I will add, that on the second 
occasion I was requested to do this by his own wife. (Achilli said 
this with a savage sort of air.) Pray, did you ever see him addicted 
to intemperance? I have had opportunities of seeing him. Y \Vas 
he an habitual drunkard? Oh, yes. By day and by night. (He 


" "A full explanation!" A flat contradiction to the evidence of several 
respectable and unimpeachable witnesses. "A full explanation!" It 
ill be 
observed that in every instance Lord Campbell interposed to check, discourage, 
01" dpstroy the effect of questions or ob!'f'\'\'ation!! of thf' defendaut'!I counsel. 
y TLe reader will rf'mark thi:s reply. 
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nodded assent.) You have seen him drunk? Sometimes. How long 
had you known him when you l'emonstrated with him upon this 
habit? (He hesit.ated: the question was repeated.) Some months. 
\Vhat has become of Coriboni? He is in the Roman States. W Oh, 
he went back to Catholicism? I believe there are few Catholics 
there. J: Oh, t.hen, they are all becoming Protestants? They are ne- 
g-ative. (Laug-hter.) Did you ever say :Madame Coriboni was a 
Magdalen? No; it is a story. Is it a story that 1\1r. Reynolds re- 
marked to you that he saw two pillows in your bed there? He 
never saw it; neither he nor any other man have ever seen my bed- 
room. That is no answer to my question: I ask whether it is un- 
true that he spoke to you about you having a double bed? It is 
untrue. Lord CAMPBELL.-That is quite satisfactory. Y Sir A. Cock- 
b1.t1'"n.-Have you ever walked arm-in-arm with the wife of Coriboni? 
I should say Í should have lost my position if I had been seen so. J: 
Were you ever ill the streets with hed (Hesitating) I may have 
met her in the streets, and come home with her. a \Vhat made you 
leave Zante? I determined to go to 1\1alta, because I intended to open 
an Italian church there? Did you ever open it? Yes. In your 
house ? Yes. How long did you officiate there? As long as I con- 
tinued in the house; a, few months afterwards, being employed in 
the college at l\Ialta, I opened another Italian chapel. Had you sub- 
scriptions at l\Ialta? No. Any at Zante? A few friends collected 
some money among themselves, which lasted a short time. \Vhat 
means of subsistence had you during the time from your leaving tho 
Roman States until you went to l\lalta? I received some money from 
my family, and I earned some hy literary labours. Now, as to the 
college at Malta, in reference to Leonini and Saccares, you have said 
that, before you sent Saccares to Malta, you communicated that to 
:Mr. Hadfield? Yes. 'Vas that by letter? Yes. Was not Saccares 
gone at that time? When I sent the letter he had not gone. But 
he was in the act of leaving? Y es. You sent him, you say, 
to Sicily, on an important mission: was that to distribute Bibles 
in Sicily? Yes. What number of Bibles? Fifty or sixtJT. \Vere 
they procured from the college at 1\1alta? They were sent out from 
the committee in London. Did you not afterwards deny that you had 
sent Saccares away at all? I never denied sending him away; b I only 
denied sending him away to uhstruct the further investigation. Did 
you not know that a day was fixed by 
Ir. Hadfield for resuming the 
inquiry? No; I did not know it at all; c I thought the investigations 


... Probably his correspondent, by whom he communicated with Viterbo, 
through the Roman States-as he had said he did. 
J: Then the supposed state of morals there is no test of the Catholic religion. 
The fact is, however, that, as he said of the monks, "There are some bad, and 
some good, JJ and the bad are everywhere in the majority. But those who do 
not believe in a religion, nor realize it, are no fair specimens of its results. 
Y Very satisfactory ! 
Z And it appears he left the place in a few months. 
· The reader ",ill remark these answers. 
b In a publication issued by his friends last year, it is stated that he did not 
send him away, but he went voluntarily. Let the reader refer to the replies issued 
by the committee of the Malta College, wbich wiJ] materially assist him in appre- 
ciatiDg' Achilli. 
C The Time, truly says, II This answer caused 5ensation, "-See Mr. Hadfield's 
evidcnl'e, 
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were at an end. Did you not say before that you conceived there was 
no foundation for the charges, and that after that the principal told 
you he was charged thoroughly to investigate the matter? Y es. 'Vas 
not it after that he told you he was employed for that purpose you 
sent Saccaces away? Because the investigation was at an end. Did 
he not tell J'ou he was going to resume it? No, no, no. Lord CAMPBELL. 
-He says he did not know. d Sir A. Cockburn.-You came to Lon- 
don, and first resided at .l'íorthumherland-street, and engaged Harriet 
Ranis? Yes. 1\1rs. Achilli came soon after? Yes. 'Vas a person 
named Castellini employed in the house at the time ? Yes. How late 
did he remain? All day, till late in the evening. You never took 
Rny liberties with that young woman? No. Kever put your hand 
upon her? No, no; never touched her. You say the same of Jane 
Legge,-you never touched her? No, no. Do you know her sister, 

Irs. Logan? Yes. Did she send you a message as to her having 
been serveù with a sul)pæna? No; but having some occasion to go 
to her, I knew of the business. Did you look at the subpæna? No. 
You did not say she need not attend court, or that the day was 
gone by ? No. You are sure of that? She told me she was forced to 
accept it, by a man who put it into her hands. Did you give her any 
advice? No. (Hesitating) I may have said it was a curious thing. 
I put it to you distinctly: did you not tell her, if anyone else came, to 
shut the door in their face? Not in that sense. Not in that senso.! 
did you tell her, if anybody came again to shut the door in their face? 
Kot about that. She told me that it was with violence this paper had 
been put into her hands, and I answered that in the houses in England 
I did not believe that violence could be used. Did you not use these 
words, "shut the door"? Oh no. Did she say anyone had forced them- 
selves into the house? Yes! Did she not speak to you about your 
being improperly intimate with her sister? No. (Hesitating.) I think 
not. Think not! why surely it is a thing that would have struck you? 
She said she had been forced to receive the papers. I am not speaking 
of the papers, hut of the intimacy with her sister, which is a very dif- 
ferent t.hing. (He hesitates.) Did she not speak to you on the subject of 
your being intimate with her sister? No, never. Did she speak to :rou 
on the subject? Never. Did she not say, " You must know best whether 
you have been intimate with my sister 1" She never said these things to 
me; on the contrary, she said she was sorry the thing about her sister 
had been mooted at all. I did not ask whether she was sorry or not. 
But did she not speak to you about your intimacy with her sister? 
(He hesitates.) Did she not say, "Sir, you must know if it be true" ? 
No. Kow ahout Sarah Wood: you never took any liberty with her? 
No, no. Did her uncle ever see you on the subject? No. Nor her 
father? I do not know. Well, now I put the same question as to 
England as to the other places where you have been: have vou ever 
had connection with any other women besides these? The fo;eman of 
the jury rose indignantly, and said, the question was unfair. Lord 
CAIIIPBELL.-I think the learned counsel has a right to put the question. 
Sir Á. Codburn.-I think the question is relevant: but I will put a 
specific case. Did you ever know a girl named Louisa Colchester? 
The Áttarney General.- There is no charge about that. Sir A. Coclcbu'rn
 
-Is that a reason why I should not put ihe (iuestion! Lord CAMPBELL. 
-You cannot ask as to a specific case. You should have rut it upon. 


d Another kind intf'rposition. 



144 


REPORT OF THE TRI.-\L. 


the record. Sir A. Cocl:bllrll.-My lord, how could we, when we did 
not know of it at the time? and indeed it has happened since. I submit 
that his having been guilty of offences similar to those charged in the 
plea, raises a strong inference as to the probability of those char,t.:"ed 
having been committed. 'l'here are certain offences charged: he denies 
these upon his own testimony; and of course the question is as to the 
credit of the witnesses. Am I not entitled, then, to support their 
credit by showing, out of his own mouth, that he has been guilty of 
similar offences? Lord CAlIfPBELL.- You cannot put the question. Sir 
A. Cockburn.- \Vhen did you openly renounce the Church of Rome, 
and become a Protestant? So soon as I arrived at Corfu I began to 
write letters to the cardinal and the Pope. \Vhen did you become 
convinced of the untruth of the Catholic doctrine as to the mass? As 
to the real presence. Lord CA:\fPBELL.-'l'ransubstantiatioll. I began 
to have doubts upon the doctrine when I was explaining it as professor 
of philosophy at Viterbo. Did you continue to celebrate mass long after 
that? I had doubts. e Does this truly describe the state of your mind 
(reading from his book)? "From this time, in saying mass, I was no 
longer a Christophagus. I had ceased to believe in what I did. What 
then in reality was the act I performed? I know not. I was like 
Luther and many others who no longer believed the mass, who had 
rejected its doctrines, and learnedly refuted its enors, but still con- 
tinued to celebrate it." And again, " With respect to the mass, though 
I was thoroughly persuaded of its imposture, I still continupd to 
perform it without devotion, yet with a show of earnestness," Now I 
ask you, after hearing these passages, whether, when persuaded of the 
imposture of the mass, you continued to celebrate it? It would have 
heen,only in me what happened with aU the reformers who seceded 
from the Church! Am I to take that as an answer in the affirmative? 
Did you continue to celebrate the sacrifice of the mass after you bad 
ceased to believe in its reality? I was not perfectly satisfied (hesitating) : 
I had not my heart touched, although I was persuaded. But you say 
you were perfectly persuaded of the imposture of the mass. Did you, 
after that, continue to celebrate it? Yes. I had that persuasion in 
my mind; I had not felt the strength of it in my heart. You were per- 
suaded of its imposture in your mind, but not in your heart! I 
believed that conversion rests more in the heart than in the mind.' 
Now, as to the convent at Viterho, was it not made matter of complaint 
against you that you did not attend choir with regularity? As pro- 
fessor of philosophy I was not obliged to attend choir. I asked whether 
it was not made matter of observation against you? No, never. g 


e This was at Viterbo. Now, supposing the evidence against Al'hi11i to be 
true, he was then in mortal sin, and not of a state of grace, which any Catholic 
theologian would conceive a perfectly satisfactory explanation of these doubts of 
his, and tbis want of faith. 
, Here some of the vulgar portion of the audience 
ave a cheer, to which 
Lord Campbell complacently listened. What was cheered,-the I,ractising reli- 
gious imposture, or the explanation of it as "conver
ion" ? 
If In his book he says, one of the f..iars slIid to him, .. 'Why do you attend 
choir so seldom ?" He gives as his rea
on, not exemption, but ohjection, and 
conc\udes,-" These are the reasons why I come to choir so seldom." To 
'\ttend choir is to reC'Ìte the .. office" of the Breviary (consisting chiefly of 
the Psalms of David), from whil'h the \lorning and Evening Prayer of the 
Church of EnJl:lllnd i!l C'Omposed. A ('hilli speak!! Imeeringly of rel'itiug the 
Plialms of David in tbis oftil'e. 
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Re-examined by the Attorney Gencral.-As professor I was exempted 
from attending choir on week days; on Sundays I attended choir and 
preached. Is this a true account of ,your state of mind (reading from 
his book)? "I had for years received the doctrine of the Bible. I was 
a Christian in mind, but not in heart. If Christianity were as some 
suppose, a mere opinion, or helief, it would suffice, in order to become a 
Christian, to admit the truth of the Scriptures; the absurdity of which 
is manifest from the consideration that in this case the 1h'8t Christian 
could have been no other than the devil. I possessed the understanding' 
of faith, but not faith itself. I could instruct others in its precepts, but 
was not myself capable of obeying them."h Yes. Now with regard to 
your leaving Naples, when did you return there from Fransoni? In 
November. i 
Dominico Pogge, examined by the Attorney General.-I was brought up 
in the Church of Rome, and was a Dominican father. I am now principal 
of a Protestant educational estahlishment at Sea combe, near Liverpool. 
I was in Viterbo from the beginning of 1831 to June, 1833. I lived in 
the convent of Gradi when Dr. Achilli was sub-prior. I remember hi
 
preaching there. I was afterwards at Rome, and in 1837 he went then 
to reside at Naples. He was confessor to the Pl'incess of Saxony. Dr. 
Achilli was then universally and very highly esteemed. At Rome 1 
never heard anything against him, but at Viterbo I did, for there he had 
many enemies. The monks and priests greatly esteemed him, but not 
the hishop. His appointment to preach the Lent sermons, to visit con- 
vents, and to be prior of the convent of St. Pietro the .Martyr, at Naples, 
are great marks of distinction, and could only have been confel'l'ed on 
a man whose charactel' for morality stood high. 
Cross-examined by Sir A. Coclcbllrn.- Y ou were one of. the fathers? 
Yes. What vows did ,you take? I took the vow of obedience as a 
Dominican, but always thought that though not explicitly, implicitly 
those of "poverty" and" chastity" were included) The book of 
"Ferrares" is one of authority, but there are things in it which have 
been obsolete. But this is an edition of 1783, al1d it states, " Tria vota. 
pau}Je-rtatis, castitatis, ct obedientæ, sunt esselltiæ 1'cligionis ex jure divino. 
Now is that so, that the three vows of poverty, chastity, anù obedience 
are of the essence of the religious life? All that is perfectly true, 
according to the belief of the Church of Rome. So that it wonld be 
an essential part of the vow taken by a Dominican, to obey the injunc- 


h This was when he was "first laid hold of by the Inquisition." Now, if the 
evidence for the defence were true-or even if the inference drawn from his 
declining to answer the general questions about fornication be correct, he was 
then in mortal sin, and out of a state of grace, which would perfectly explain this 
state of mind on the principles of Catholic theology; and the ensuing remark- 
able words strikingly coincide with the theory, and with what theologians 
ùes('ribe as the state of mind succeeding much mortal sin. 
i This examination closed at half-past four; he had been in the box seven 
hours. 
j Hear how one spoke 800 years ago, who had been bred up by monks. Odel- 
rius, councillor of Roger, earl of Shrewsbury, in 1083 :-" 'Yho can worthily 
relate all their vigils, hymns, and psalmody! prayers, alms, and sacrifices! 'Vhat 
shall I say of their chastity, their poverty, their obedience! From my tender 
youth I have been admitted to familiar relations with monks, and have learned 
thorou
hly what were their manners, and I am sure all men are inferior in 
their lives to monks who live canonically, according to their rule."-Orderic 
'Viterh. lib. v. 
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tion of chastity? Certainly. Pray when did you leave the Church of 
Home? I decline answering that question. What! not answer as 
to when you left the Church of Rome? \Vhy 1 I Jid not come here 
to give an account of my actions. \Vhy is there anythin
 in your 
idea derogatory to charader in hecoming a Protestant? 1 did not 
come here to g-ive an account of my actions: it is enough to say that 
I have had the happiness to leave that Church. \Vell, when did your 
happiness Legin? Lord C.BIPlIELL.-He cannot say what had h('('n 
passing in hi", own mind, perhaps. Sir A. Cocklmrn.-I am speak- 
ing, IllY lord, of outward acts. When were )'OU received into th{' 
Prutestant Church? I have 110t been admitted into the Church of 
England formally, though I have been in faet. \Vhen did yuu 
cease to frequent the worship of the Church of l
ome/ and attend 
the worship uf a Protestant congregation? That is another question: 
J must beg to repeat, 1 have not come here to give an account of 
my actions. \Vhy, what ohjection can you have to answer !'uch a 
questiun? I have one in my own mind; I may be wrong; hut you 
must excuse me. (The manner of the witness malIc the Cuurt. alHI 
('olll1sel very merr,)'.) You cannot tell me, then, the first time that 
.ruu went t.o a Protestant Church? No. Lord C.ulI'm;r.I..-I can- 
not ima
ine what ohjection you have to answer that. I cannot :11l- 
swer questions upon ext.raneous suhjects. Sir A. Cocklmrn.-\\Thell 
did yuu lea,'e Italy? In 1840. At that time had you seceded? I 
have it in my own mind. (
Iuch laught.er.) 'VeIl, so soon as you C:l1IH' 
to England? I have not come here to answer (Iuestions ahout m.rsdt: 
Well, I won't ask you any more? Thank you. (Creat laught.er.) 
Dominichi Paoli examined by t.he Atto-rnc.lI Genc1Ytl.-I was formerly 
a friar of the order of Seniti, at Viterbo. I lived in that town from 
the end of 183l to near the end of IB37. I knew Dr. Achilli t.here. I 
have nothing to say against him. I know nothing of any charges against 
Dr. Achilli during that. time. 
Cross-examined by Sir A. Cocklmrn.-I am here a year, a free mnll, 
having left. the Roman Catholic Church. I came originally, engaged 
l)y a society to evangelize fOl"l.igners during the time of the (
r('at 
Exhibition. (l\Iuch laughter.) \Vhat society? It was a society for 
the evangelization of foreigllf'rs. I was at Geneva, and was callt>d to 
:England hy that society. 'Vhen did you leave the Roman CatlIolj(> 
Church? I have been severed from the communion of the Catholic 
Church for two years: I say so, beca.use I have left Italy two years.* 
I left Italy freely, in urder to prufess freely my religious opinions. I 
have known Dr. Acbilli and t.reat.ed him as an acquaintance. Bet.ween 
]eadng Italy and going t.o Gene\'a I went here an,l there, wherever 1 
was sent by my superior. \Vho supports ,you now? I live on the 
means afforded by I<'ather Gavazzi. I act as his secretary. Is .Fat.her 


k Perhaps he had not ceased at all. I t is a doctrine of Catholic theology. 
that a Catholic clln never thorougllly lose the grace of faith imposed by baptism, 
until he have become reprobate. If this he so, none of these supposed "con- 
versions" can be sincere, in cases where all Sf'nse of relig-ion is not 10st; RUt.! 
the most remarkable reluctance of this man strikingly confirms this hypothe
is; 
as also does the contemptuou-; conduct of Achilli in having a Catholic clt'rk to 
perform Protestant sen"ices at Corfu; and his own langu'1ge in his book, 
t'xplaining that he had not faith; as to which, see former note on his cross- 
cxamination.-See al<:o e,idence of nf'xt witness. Of course the argument doE's 
not affect tbose born Protestants. - 
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Gavazzi the man who, being formerly in the Church of Rome, now 
goes about speaking against it? Yes. 
Captain William Hudson Lawrence, R.A., on half-pay, Inspector- 
General of Police in the Ionian Islands, examined by the Attorncy 
Gcneral.-In consequence of an application from the solicitor for the 
prosecution in this case, I sent for a copy of the proceedings between 
Garamoni and his wife at Corfu. (A witness produced other documents 
in the same case.) I was employed to find the wife of Garamoni, and 
she is in this country. I also tried to find out Coriboni and his wife, 
hut could get no information about them. What is the character of 
the witness Russo, who has been brought over here?' I only know it 
from documents at the police-office. 
!\Ir. Kirkpatrick caUed and examined l1y the Attorney General.-I 
was chief justice of the Ionian Islands. I have perused the papers 
produced by the last witness. It appears that there was a suit for ali- 
mony on the part of the wife. Does it appear that witnesses were ex- 
amined 
 No. Lord CAMPßELL.-'l'O what length did the suit go? 
There was a compromise, which is stated in the proceedings; but it 
came before the court. m 
1\larianna Crisaffi Garamoni" called and examined by the Attorllc,1I 
General, through an interpreter in Italian.-I am the wife of Gara- 
moni, a tailor, who carried on business at Corfu. I remember Dr. 
AchiIli living next door to me and my mother there. 1\ly husband 
did not reside with us. I remember one ni.gIlt speaking to Dr. Achilli 
as he was passing. 1\ly husband used violence towards me many times, 
and many accusations have been made against him on that account. I 
wish I had him here. (Laughter.) My face has been disfigured by 
him. I said nothing to Dr. Achilli. I had not spoken to him when 
my husband came up. Dr. AchiIli was passing. I wished to caU Dr. 
Achilli because my mother pointed him out to me, and said that pro- 
babl
. he being a neighbour had overheard the quarrel between me and 
a lady friend of my hushand. I said to her that I would wait till the 
evening and ask him if he had heard it. I did so. I got to the win- 
dow for the purpose of calling him, and as I was going down to speak 
to him, my husband and Dr. AchilIi l'ushed in together. I wished to 
call him, that he might be a witness in my favour, but I did not know 
him. I should like my husband to be here; hut he is not-he has run 
away. (Laughter.) He rushed up stairs on the occasion referred to, 
and said many things he ought not to say, because the cause was 
given in my favour. Dr. Achilli was outside the dool' when my hus- 
l,3.nd pushed him up to it. Dr. AchiIli never was in the house before. 
I know nothing of these calumnies about him. I know 110t who this 


I And if they had known anything against him they would have been produced. 
Lord Campbell did not notice this, though he dropped something to the dis- 
credit of Russo.-See his charge. 
m That is quite clear, and is what the plea alleges. Surely, that part of it 
ought to bave been found for the defendant? Lord Campbell thought so. 
n Very smartly dressed, but very ugly, with a nose battered in. She wore a 
veil over her face, and Sir A. Cockburn desired her to raise it, that her counte- 
nance might be seen. The prosecutor's counsel was rather pleased at this, as 
her present repulsive appearance raised a plausible inference of the improbability 
of the charge. This, however, would depend upon whether her nose were bat- 
tered before or after the alleged event; and, of course, from the character of 
Garamoni, it was likely to be inflicted after the event, 
upposing it to ha\ e 
happened. 


L :! 
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Dr. Achilli is. Now I know him, as he has been l )Qinted out to me, hut 
Lefore, I did not know him: the daughter of the and lady where I now 
reside pointed him out to me. There were proceedings in the court 
between you and your husband ? Yes, and I came out victorious. 
(Laug-hter.) Dr. Achilli wished that we should make peace; I had 
forgiven him before a hundred times, and so I forgave him this also. 
We lived together some years, but now we are separated again, and 
have been for more than seven years. 
Cross-examined by Sir A. Coclcburn.o-I have been married about 
sixteen years, and my husband has always led me a miserable life. 
Did not your quarrels arise fl"Om his accusing you of being intimate 
with other men? Oh, no, no, no; I have always come out with proofs 
of my innocence. (Laughter.) Did the quarrels arise from his im- 
puting to you improper conduct with other men? It was I who 
accused him. Why diJ. you bring forward proofs of innocence 
unless you were accused? I was always beaten, because he had to do 
with other women. (Lan:;hter.) \Vas it not because he said you had 
to do with other men? No, there are many proofs of what I say: two 
doctors, four lawyers, and many other men. (Much laughter.) \Vhat. 
to prove your innocence? No, no; they will all prove that he is a bad 
man. (ContinueJ. laughter.) \Vhen did Achilli come to live near your 
mother's house? I don't know. p How long before this affair? I 
don't know. Was it one month, or two, or more? I cannot say any- 
thing about it. Did you not know who lived next door to you; did 
:rou never see Achilli before that evening when you called to him? 
No. Had you not been waiting up for him? It was for the pur- 
pose of calling the gentleman, whom I did not know. Did you not 
know it was your next door neig'hbour? l\ly mother told me that 
evening that this gentleman was my neighbour. Did you see him go 
out of his house? No; I had not seen him before. q I saw him then 
passing, and I called to him, and I was going down stairs. How diJ. 
you know that he was out? My mother told me that he was not at home, 
and I sa.id,-" I will remain all night, if necessary, in order to see 
him." Did you say anything to Dr. Achilli besides calling him? I 
did not e\-en call him, Lut my intention was to call him for the pur- 
pose I have mentioned.r (Sensation.) I was still up stairs with a 
light when they came to the door. Did your husband call you to bring 
a light! No; but I, wishing to go down and speak to the gentleman, 
brought it down. Did you hold it up to the gentleman's face? No; 
hut I had it in my hand. Did your husband say, "Worthless woman, 
I have caught you"? lIe tormented me, and the whole of that night 
he went about telling everyone that he had caught me with this gen- 
tleman.. (Laughter.) Two persons passed at the time, and my hus- 
hand said to them, "See, I have caught my wife with this gentleman." 
Did he take hold of Achi1li? He came up stairs and insulted me. 
Did he lay hold of Achilli? He was outside, in the street. That is 
not an answer. Did not your husband hold Dr. Achilli against the 


o Let the reader particularly attend to this cross-examination, which completed 
the evidence on the Garllmoni charge.-See the plea. 
P The reader is requested to compare this evidence with that of Achilli's and 
the other witn{'!'s('!', on thi!' charge_ 
q How, then, could shc have known him when she saw him return? 
r Achilli had sworn she came down and was speaking to him, having actually 
commenced a question. 
s Here is a l'omplcte confirmation of the witn('!!!!es for the defence. 
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wall? Yes; and insulted him in various ways. Did he struggle to 
get loose 1 Ob no. How did he get loose? I don't know, for I was 
up stairs. I did not come down to the door. I could not come. I 
was at the window. I never came down. I was at the top of the 
stairs; they lead down to the door. How came the door to be opened at 
11 at night? I opened it from above; it is common with the women in 
Italy to do so by a string passing from a latch up stairs. I had opened 
the door, and was preparing to come down to speak to him. t 
Mrs. Achilli called and examined by the Attorney General.-I was 
married at Rome, in IB4H. I met my husband in Paris after his escape 
from the Inquisition. I took a house in Shaftesbury-crescent, and had 
a servant named Harriet Harris, who was with me three months. I 
found tbe kitchen very dirty, and she said it was not a usual thing for 
English ladies to go there. I said I was not English; "I have not the 
custom of the English ladies, and I will come when I like." She then 
gave me notice, but wanted to stay at the end of the month. I, however, 
would not allow her to stay. Sir A. Cockburn.-Tbe girl said all this 
herself. 'Vitness continued.-J ane Legge was also in my service. I 
came home one night at 11 o'clock, and found a young- man in the 
back kitchen, and I ordered her to leave next day. She never com- 
plained to me of any liberties being taken with hel.. Sir A. Cockburn. 
-She said so herself. The Attorney General.-Was Sarah 'Vood a 
Catholic? I think she was; she would not eat meat on Wednesday 
or Friday. 
This concluded the evidence for the prosecution, 
nd it being half- 
past six o'clock the Court adjourneJ.. 
This closed the case in reply. 


THE FOURTH IlAY. 


Sir A. CocklJlt1"n rose to address the Court in reI,ly on the part 
{)f Dr. Newman: u_ 
Gentlemen of the Jnry,-The course which has been pursued 
on the part of the prosecution in laying their evidence before 
you after that for the defence, entitles me to aùdress you on 
the evidence which has now been arlducerl; and I shall discharge 
that duty with as much brevity as possible. Po::;sibly after the 
length of time the case has occupied, some of you, or even aU of you, 


t The cross .examination was very skilful and successful. In a common case 
it would have secured the defj>ndant the verdict. This and the few preceding 
questions were very acute. 
u Of this splendid speech the Times says :-" Sir A, Cockburn addressed the 
jury for the defendant during a period of four hours, and in a speech which was 
listened to throughout with breathless attention. ,,- e cannot hope to convey 
more than a very faint idea of the nervous eloquence by which it was charac- 
terized. It is very rarely indeed now-a-days that our courts of justice are so 
thoroughly roused from their habitual state of dull repose; and some difficulty 
was e"perieuced in suppressing the spontaneous bursts of applause with which 
the highest efforts nf the advocate's forensic powers were received." 
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may have formed conclusions as to the result at which you ou
ht to 
arrive. Nevertheless, I am sure, that even if yon should have 
formed any such opinion, you will listen with attention, ill the diH- 
charge of your duty, to the observations I feel it necess:try to make 
to you ill the discharge of mine. Gentlemen, this case has assumcll 
in my mind, and probably in the minds of everyone connected 
with it, a deep and most powerful interest. I have not, and cannot 
of course be eXI)ected to have, any religious symp:tthy with 
Dr. Newman; but I have an interest in the case, not only that 
which the advocate ought always to feel for his client, but an in- 
terest that justice shall be done. And I have an additional interest, 
llerived from the peculiar form which the case has now assumed. 
Gentlemen, the issues have become comI,lirnted in this matter. 
You have no longer the simple <luestion, whether Dr. Newman has 
been guilty of publishing a libel without facts to sustain the clmrgt-' 
he has malle, or whether, on the other band, Dr. Achilli has been 
wantonly assailed in his character. A new question has no\\ 
arisen-one of not less painful interest-for it is this :-By whom 
gross, foul, deliberate perjury has been committed in the evidcnce 
which has been adduced! For from that there is no l'
cape! On 
the one side or the other we have wicked ancI deliberate falsehood! 
It is a case which admits of no compromise, on which conflicting 
testimony cannot be reconciled, or any supposition of mistake, mis- 
understanding, or misdescription. The women who come forward 
and state that Dr. Achilli was the lllan who rohbed them of their 
virtue, cannot be mistaken as to the identity of the man. Xo 
woman, whate,-er the length of time that may pass, forgets the man 
by whom she was first initiated into the arts and mysteries of vice ! 
And although one might conceive the possibility that a licentious 
libertine, in the number of his \'ictories, might forget an inrlividual 
one, still, when time and place, anll circumstanccs, are brought 
vividly to his recollection, there can Le no mistake on his part; 
and there can be no possihility, that in the generality of his criminal 
intercourse with women, the particular case should not be present 
to his mind when he denies its truth! On the one side or the 
other, there is foul and deliberate perjury. The women who swcar 
that Achilli sednccli them from virtue, the 11l0ther who swears that 
"he assailed him as the man who had effectcd the ruin of her chillI, 
either they spoke the truth or they wickedly invented the story 
they came here to tell! On which side lies the truth? That, 
.
cntlemen, you haye to determine. And in order to determine it 
rightly, and in determining it to do justice, you must bring to the 
cOllsideration of the C:Ise imllartial and dislxu:;sioJlate minds; not 
a
sullling, until you have carefully considercd and weighed all the 
circUJlUstances which ought to he taken into accoullt 011 tllC OIlC 

jlle ur the other, that truth i
 with our Imrty or the orl'o
jtc. 
X uw let us pa::;s in re\"iew the cvjllencc we ha, e laill before you 
fur the Ilcfellcc; and on the other hand. contra
t it with the c, i- 
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(lenee adduced on the part of the I)rosecution. If you believe the 
witnesses of Dr. Newman, the charges against Dr. 
\chilli, a]) ur 
most of them, are substantially provcd; if you believe Dr. .Achilli, 
these witnesses are per:jured, the accusations made against him 
are unfounded, and Dr. Newman is without dcfcnce. v On which 

ide lies the truth! Do the witnesses wo have cnlled declare the 
truth, or is Achilli to be Ijelieved when he assert::; that all that is 
sa,id is false? I am aware, gentlemen, that e'.cr.y attempt will be 
made to prejudice the witnesses I have brought before you. Every 
topic ingenuity can suggest, or prejudice adopt, will be put forwar,l 
with the consummate skill of my learned friend, and he will have 
the advantage of following me, so that I can only by anticipation 
]:rapple with the observations he is likely to make. He has,-in 
:Hltlition to the ad,-antage he mnst always have over me,-he has on 
this occasion the advantage of answering instead of being answere(l ; 
:md he has the still grcater ad vantage of addressing those, who, 
unless a rigid senso of duty interpose between him and their pre- 
judiccs and feelings, must offer a congenial auditory to the observa- 
tions he addresses to them. But nevertheless, gentlemen, I despail. 
not in the strength of what I believe to be the truth! ..And I will 
proceed to compare the evidence on hoth sides, and to IJoint out to 
you what appear to me strong and cogent grounds for maintaining 
and believing that the truth is on the side of Dr. Newman on this 
occasion. "
ith these I,reliminary observations, I will pass un to 
the material matters for consideration, and will follow this casc 
tlll'ough the ditferent chapters of the lifo of Dr. .Achilli, and the 
char
es which attach to the various epochs of his career. 
'Ve find that he W
tS cducated a Jesuit, that he became a Domi- 
nican and a monk, and passed a portion of his life at Yiterbo. 
Thence removing to Rome (where be stays a short time), he goes 
to Capua, from Capua to Naples, from Kaples Lack to Rome, where 
he is proceeded against before the IIHluisition; then to Corfu, thence 
to Zante, next to )Ialta, and lastly to England. w Ea
h of tbese 
residences forms a chapter in the hi::;tory uf his life; and I will 
follow him through each. 
"
e begin with Viterbo. We call a witness from Yitcrbo, who 
states that he was tbe occasion of her seduction. Is she a witncss 
to be helieved ? She comes forward here and tells her story in an 
apparently artless manner. She has no advantages of a Jesuit 
f'(lllcation, or of a mind trained in the subtleties of casuistry or 
metaphysical research! She come
 and tells a plain tale. She 

tates that she was a servant in a country-housc,-that Achilli was 
there on a visit,-that he induced her to walk out with him,-that 


" That is, at the trial. The question of law would remain, whether the occa- 

ion were not l'rivileged.-See Introduction. 
\V The reader has already remarked how ambulatory he was, which of itself 
answers the imputations of negligence or connivance le\elled against the Church. 
lie was continually remO\'ing, or bdng removed. 
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he ultimately succeeded,-an(l in a place of which the sacrenness 
she might han supposed would be her protection. 'Vhat doubt is 
C;tst upon this statemeut? - who comes to contradict it? It is 
clear, from Achilli's statement, that he has had every opportunity 
of investigating the past life of this woman. Since that period in 
her life many years Ita vo elapsed; she has married, - she has Ii ved 
in Viterbo ever since, - she is settled there. lIe has communica- 
tion with Viterbo ; he has stated to us that he has carefully watched 
the m.Oyelllents of his adversaries in that place. He knew that 
Elena Yalente was a witness througl1 whom it was intended to 
prove the plea, which was filed se,Teral months ago. He has had 
every opportunity of inquiring into the whole course of her career, 
and ascertaining what has been her character; x and yet not a 
single word has been or can be suggested against her !-not a single 
imputation can be cast upon her! And even after a very strict and 
severe cross-examination this woman's character is blameless and 
unimpeachable, with the exception of that one transaction, in which 
she was misled (if she speak the truth) by Achilli himself. "... ell ; 
but then it is to be said she was under the influence of her priest. 
Her priC'st told her it would be for the glory of God and the honour 
of the Church that shc should state what had happened; and, 
therefure, I suppose, from the way in which the question Was put, 
and the effect he seemed to give to it, that is to be insisted upon 
as proof that this is a story got up by the priests for the purpose of 
}mtting down Achilli. I suppose that is to be the case set up against 
her! and against a good deal of the e,'idence, personal or docu- 
mentary, which has been laid before you on our side. Yon will be toM 
of the acts of the Jesuits,. and the tricks of the Catholic priesthood, 
and of pions frands for the advancement of tbe Catholic religion, and 
of the doctrine that the sacredness of the end sanctifies the means; Y 
and other such topics as these will be addressed to you. Hut it is 
a two-edged sword, and cuts two ways! You will be toM of Italian 
}'erfidy, and how little Italian witnesses can be relied upon. z Again, 
I say, it is a two-enge(l sword !-be careful how you use it! 
}'or what is Achilli! on whose oath these witnes
e
 are to be con- 
yicted of pel:iury? Is he not an Italian ? 'Vas lte not educated by 
Jesuits? 'Vas he not initiated into all the craft and artifice which 
is a::;cribed to that well-known fraternity? a (whether rightly or 
:r. And such efforts had been made in other cases, as th'1t of Russo, though 
\\ ith scarcely better success. The strength of this argument is evident; yet 
Lord Campbell never 110ticed it! 
Y Condemned by all Catholic theologians (as every Catholic well knows), but 
acted upon ùy the promoters of the Reformation and Rc\olution. On no other 
IJrinciple could Cranmer amI his associates have traitorously conspired to set 
aside the lawful heir to the crown, or Burnet and his colleagues have traitorously 
thrust out their sovereign from his throne. 
z This coarse prejudice surely should now be destroyed, after the awful exhi- 
bitions of pCljury this country has witnessed since the new Act came into opera- 
tion, for eAaminmg the parties to a suit. 
· Alas! ill known to those who calumniate tht-Ill ! 



REPORT 01<' THE TRIAL. 


153 


wrongly I stop not to inquire. b ) Is he not a subtle disputant, and 
an ingenious casuist ?-brought up amidst Italian priests anti monks, 
himself an Italian, a priest, and a monk? You saw him in the 
witness-box! Gentlemen, I would not be guilty of the injustice of 
judging a man's heart by the externals of his physiognomy; but I 
cannot help thinking that if, inste:ld of appearing in the garb of a 
Protestant preacher, he had appeared in the monk's cowl, it would 
have struck many of us that, having our minds imbued with notions 
we are apt to entertain respecting the characteristics of that portion 
uf the Catholic cler
y, that the lllan and his habit were by 110 means 
ill.suited ! c And I say, gentlemen, if you are going to hear it 
urged against the testimony of the witnesses I have addnced, that 
they are Italians, and under the influence of priests and monks, I 
tell you that the man who is brought to meet them is all Italian, a 
Jesuit, a priest, and a monk! d and I claim for my simple peasants 
-unless circumstances, intrinsic or extrinsic, denote that they are 
disentitled to the cr
Jit - I claim for them, at least, as much 
consi<<leration at the hands of an English jury as the Italian priest 
who is produced against them can secure! 
'VeIl; but is there no other circumstance to be taken into con- 
sideration in testing the value of the evidence? There is. It is 
the interest which the parties ha\-e, and under which they speak in 
the witness-box. How stand the parties here? "That interest 
can these women have to come here and proclaim their own dis- 
grace, that a confessor, or priest, has told them to go forward aud 
speak tbe truth for the glory of God and the honour of his Church? 
Gentlemen, do you suppose that Dr. Newman has been suborning 
testimony, and inducing witnesses to come forward here and lay 
perjury upon their souls in order to protect himself against this 
information? e Gentlemen, we may differ from Dr. Newman-we 
all of us probably do; we may have regretted to see him falling off 
from the faith in which he had been bred,-but it Ims never occurred 
to any living soul to impute to him anything which can affect his 
morality, his honour, or his integrity! 


b "Jesuitæ vero qui se ma.'time nobis opponunt aut necundi, aut si hoc com- 
mode fieri non potest, ejiciendi aut certe mendaciis et calumniis, opprimendi 
sunt."-Calvin. apud Becan. t. i. Opusc. xvii. Aphoris. 15: de modo propa- 
gandi Caldnismum. Pascal, their great calumniator, when asked if in reality 
he were sure all he had ",ritten against them was just, made the excuse of an 
unscrupulous counsel,-" that it was those who furnished him with information 
to look to that; not for him, who only arranged the materials."-lI-Iores Ca- 
tholici, lib. vi. c. 8. 
c This was more cruel to the monks than to Achilli. 
d 'Yhat a disgrace to the age so " liberal and enlightened," that such a curious 
species of argument should be resorted to by so acute an advocate, as the only 
way of neutralizing so coarse a prejudice! 
e This atrocious insinuation had been originally suggested from the judgment- 
seat; and now, not only was the Attorney General silent, instead of indignantly 
discldiming it, but the Lord Chief Justice of England sat !>till and listened to 
its re)1etition with 
crenity dnd comI,lacelley. 
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'Vill it be said that these persons have been brout!'ht for the Imr- 
pose? Noone surely ca.n sup-gest it? The obvious answer is, 
that if the principle upon which this defence has been conducted, 
was to suhorn testimony, we might ha"c accumulated casc upun casc 
ag-
tinst AchilJi. But is there no such interest on the other side? 

\.sk your8elves this queRtion before you determine on this CllJltest of 
oaths! Consider the position in which .Achilli stands, and the 
circumstances under which he is brought into the wituess-box, 
Everything he has in the worM is at stake! Your sympathies wiIl 
be appealed to on that ground-but o1,serve, on the other hand, what 
an important circumstance that is to take into consideration, when 
you come to consider the evidence he bas gi,'en, aUfI the amount of 
credit to which it is entitled. One thing is perfectly clear, whether 
fly his own act, or by the act of the authorities of thc Catholic 
Church, he has quittcd or has been driveu froUl that Church for ever. f 
_\.11 hopc of preferment, honour, or emolument is in tha.t quarter cut 
off for evcr; amI his hope of maintenance ami existence in the 
("ountry to which he has transferred himself depends upon the posi- 
tion he has assumed as a Protestant preacher: adopted by a parti- 
cular body, anxious fur the propagation of Protestantism, and fur 
J,roselytism among the members of the Catholic Church. lIe haa 
heen adopted by them as a great and shining light in tbis work of 
conversion; and to his utility in that respect, his character is abso- 
lutely essential-if that fails, there is an end to Dr. Achilli, and an 
ou(l to all thosc pleasant prospects which no doubt stand out for him 
in tile future. Oùserve, then, the deep interest he has in denying 
thesc charges. 'Vhat interest, which the witnesses who have been 
called can have, is to be compared with his ? None that C
l,n possibly 
be suggested! Surely this is a circumstance which demands your 
1-'erious consideration before you como to the conclusion that the 
witue.\>ses who swear to these facts are pCl:jured! 
_\gaiu,-when we are comparing the evidence of two witnesses 
(Iiametrically opposed to each other, it becomes important to look at 
cUlY of the surrounding circumstances which may show on which 
side the balance should incline. And there was a circumstance 
connecteù with Elena Valente, which I think tends to show some- 
what the unscrupulous character of the man whose answer is in 
(fucstion. Achilli is prepared to have her placed before him? 
He is asked if he had e\"er seen her bcforc? "Oh, no, no!" 
,\" ell, sho ha.s stated, that in a cert
tin year, he was on a 
visit at a houso where she was living as sen"ant-the house' 
of a lady who was a Gentili; and he is asked: were you e\'ol' 
in the house of a Gentili ? "Oh, (leal' no! it is impos
ible-then' 
a.re only two Gentili families in Yiterho, and thf're are two brothers 
heads of families: besides, I always Im,s
eù the month's vacation 


f Not necessarily so. The very prelates and prie"ts he has mO:it cruelly 
c,llumniatcd, would he the fir
t to hail hi
 reconciliation and return. 
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in the houses of three friends." (\r11Om he mentions, and one of 
whom he says was a Christopholi.) That seeme(l conclush-e. 
However, when I come to cru::;s-examine him, it comes out that 
though it is true he went to the house of a Christopholi, the 
lady was a widow, and had been a. Gentili. Christophol
 her 
husband, was dead, leaving her and a young ::.on, and she had 
bcen a Gentili! .And this lady had a country-house in the neigh- 
hourhood of Viterbo, as Elena Yalente described it. That lady was 
in the habit of receiving Achilli as a visitor, and she received him 
(with her brother-in-law) that very month in which criminal 
relations are represented to have subsisted between him and Elena 
Valente! And if it be asked how she came to call the lady by the 
name of Gentili, the answer is, that the Ita1ian ladies do not always 
drop their first name when they marry; and we bave proof of it in 
this very triaJ,-for instance, the witness Giustini is better known hy 
her maiden name of Valente; so l\Iaria Principe, though married, 
continues to be called by that name; and my learned friend himself 
calls 
Iaclame Garamoni by her maiden name of Crisaffi, and she 
answers to that name; just so was it with )[adame Gentili,-hcl' 
husband Christopholi died soon after marriage, and she goes 011 
being called by the name of Gentili, some times by one name and 
sometimes by another. Now I ask anyone who has a mind 
unprejudiced, amI an inteHect unclouded, whether he can doubt 
that when Achilli statell there was no Gentili whom he had visited, 
and it was impossible, because the name of the lady was Christo- 
pholi, he did not know who was alluded to, and that s11e wa.s 
a Gentili? That shows you gentlemen, the casuistry of the man 
you bave to deal with; and it is calculated to throw a very consider- 
ahle light on tbe whole of the case. I ask you whether, under 
these circums
'tnces, you can hesitate to give your credit to the 
witness Valente instead of to Achilli? That is, then, the ca,se which 
llappened at Viterbo. 
Gentlemen, this brings me to the next chapter, which is Capua ; 
but as that case rests on documentary evidence, I pass it over for the 
moment, preferring first to follow the oral evidence of Ii \'ing wit- 
nesses; and this takes me to Naples. There occurred the case of 
Maria Principe. According to her account, Achilli took advantage 
of her going to the church of St. Pietro JUartyro, at Naples, for the 
purpose of paying her contrihution to an association that had been 
formed in honour of the Yirgin Mary. She proved afterwards with 
('hild, and tells her father and mother; and her father died a year or 
two afterwards, his death being accelerated, accorùing to her account, 
hy the grief occasioned by his daut;'hter's shame. But that, perhaI)
, 
il:; a delusion! g An Italian and a Catholic, I suppose, has not the 
common feelings of humanity! and it is not to be believed that he 
g The advocate's voicc here changed, by one of those sudden inflections which 
at once mark and excite deep feeling, and the next senteace produced thrilling 
C'IÏect. 
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can have grieved in sorrow and anguish over the ruin of his daughter! 
all that of cuurse is a delusion r However, gentlemen, according to 
her evidence the father and mother, when they found out who it 
was, although to address a monk in a procession might have been 
in the Neapolitan States an offence, called him aside and addressed 
him in the language of remonstrance; and it is with difficuJty that 
he breaks away from their importunity! But an that is a delusion! 
'Vhen the mother and daughter are introduced into court Achilli 
looks with Tlrofound contempt upon both, and says he has never seen 
their faces! h It is all falsehood! But there are corroborating cir- 
cumstances r It is clear that there was a society such as the girl 
re}1l"esents; and a paller is produced, such as was given to every 
person who was a member of the society. The paper produced has 
actuaJly Achilli's writing upon it! And he admitted that he often 
made entries in the books containing the account of moneys received. 
So far there is confirmatory proof i which cannot be got O\'er. Pos- 
sibly, if the paper had not been produced, we should have heard 
AchiHi declare that he had nothing to do with such an association! 
that it was all imagination or invention r So far, then, she was 
clearly speaking truth. As to the rest of her story, why t;hould 
you presume, gentlemen, that these two witnesses are perjured? If 
the object has been to produce peljured testimony, why aro we 
reduced to the necessity of proving some of these cases by docu- 
mentary evidence, upon which we know that tbe whole thunder of 
the Attorney General's eloquence will be discharged-the judgment 
which comes from the Yatican? Ob:,;erve that these two witnesses 
are persons upon whose character not the slightest imputation is cast! 
though inquiries have no doubt been made with re::5})ect to them; 
and if Achilli cannot go to Rome there is nothing to prevent his 
agents from going to any place in Italy; the names of the witnesses 
were given long ago, anll he had no difficulty in ascertaining whether 
they were respectable and reputable, or persons whose conduct was 
open to reprehension, or whose character was tainted by any crime 
or offence. Yet all we have is the simple denial of .AchiHi! who 
declares that he has never seen them! 
N ow observe, gentlemen, the re:-.t of the evidence! It seems that 
the parents, in their resentment, dirl not spare him even when they 
met him in the pomp of a Catholic procession; and they tuld on 
every occaf<ion this story of the ruiu of their daughter. The matter 
11('('ame serious,-such a charge against a monk, and a priest, and tho 
prior of a conn'nt! This was a matter too serious to be hushed up. 

ome one goes before the police; it matters not who, whether Achilli 
Ol" his friends; the material fact is that all this charge is hrought for- 
ward against him. The cOl11mis&ary of policé investigates the matter. 


h If this were untrue, of cOUl'!>e the other generdl denials could not hI' rf'lit'd 
ullon; and it is, therefore, of the utmolit importance to consider the probabiliticl> 
as to this case. 
Which Lord Campbell did not adn
rt to. 
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If you believe Achilli, he was profoundly indifferent to the whole 
matter! It was only the anxiety of his friends, who induced him to 
interfere at all in it ! He, like the Roman, wrapped himself in his 
virtue (or his monk's gown), and treated it all with supreme con- 
tempt! Do you believe it? Do you believe that he never took 
the trouble to inquire who the persons were who preferred this 
('harge against him! Can you believe it possible? Or, if you 
helieve it possible, does it not argue an utter insensibility to such an 
imputation? That he should know himself charged with such a 
shocking crime, and not rush at once to the police to know who 
made the charge! It was only (as he says) his friends who chosp 
to come forwar,l and have the matter inquired into. Gentlemen, if 
it be true, it argues either an utter insen::;ibility to such accusations, 
or it leacls to the inference that he dur::;t not meet them face to fac,' 
in the place where all parties were known, and where the result of the 
inquiry, if pursued actively by him, might have been to make mani- 
fest the truth of the charge, to pull him down from his place of 
honour and dignity, and consign him to condign cha
tisement! But 
at all events, mark this,-thc matter was investigated! In KapleR 
the Church stands high-the priesthoOlI is exalted: a charge against 
a priest is a most serious matter! There would be no indisposition 
on the part of the authorities to protect a priest against what appeared 
nnfounded calumnies. On the contrary, the leaning would be the 
other way. The disposition would be to silence calumniators, whu 
dared to ascribe to him a crime so monstrom, amI so foul! But 
w hat does the commissary of TJOlicè? lIe has the parties before 
him; he tells the parents to send the girl to him; he hears her 
artless tale; he believes her, and sends them away, leaving the case 
to take its course; and the priest remains silent! The parents 
continue their complaints: he treats it with indifference, and goes 
elsewhere, leaving them without reparation; and when they come 
forward to tell their tale, the victim of his I ust is to be the victim uf 
his falsehood, and to the shame which he has already affixed upon 
their hrow is to be added the brand and infamy of perjury! j 
Pause, gentlemen, whatever may be your feelings in the case, and 
take care that you do justice between these parties! This is an oM 
matter! It is no invention! It is clear from Achilli's own account 
that this charge was preferred against him by these very people at 
Naples. Does not this of itself show there was a ground for the 
charge; and that is not to he dismissed on the simple denial of 
Achilli,-his unsustained denial; amI that all these persons have 
stated is not to be disposed of as a charge preferred by perjured wit- 
nesses, who have invented and fabricated their story! k 
Gentlemen, this hrings me to the case of Garamoni at Corfu. 


j No one who heard will ever forget the terrific effect of this powerful passagp. 
k Lord Campbell put this to the jury (the only point against Achilli which he did 
put), but they of course disregarded it, and found this charge also false! ! 
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"T e have accused Achilli of improper intimacy with Garamoni's 
wife, amI with havillg figurecl in some court of justice in some suit 
between them. N ow, upon the documents produced before you, it 
clearly appears tlJat Gammoni was before tho civil tribunal of 
Corfu on a petition for alimony, which he refused to pay on 
account of the alleged unfaithfulne8s of his wife with Achilli; to which 
he alleged in answer, tbat the matter came befure the tribunal, and 
was afterwards compromised on the terms of her abandoning her 
claim to alimony. This satisfies one rmrt of the plea, alleging that 
the charge came before the court. I Theu as to the truth of the 
charge, we have the evidence of two or three witnesses: that 
Uaramoni believed his wife was playili g him f.Llse (she gives of 
('ourse the version which might be expected from her,-that she sus- 
pected him of unfaithfulness; but when a hnsband beats the wife, it 
appears more I)robable that ho snspected her), and this led him to 
observe the house. These two witnesses state (ancl they are as to 
this in a great degree confirmed by the wife), that one evening, find- 
ing his wife was watching at the window, he and Patriniani see 
Acbilli go in; and then be calls Russo, and OIJelIS the ùoor, where 
he finlls, as the witnesses allege, Dr. 
\cbilli. .A struggle ensues ; 
Achilli escapes-he gets a\vay, anù goes in (as he himself says) at 
the back door of his house! It is to be said that Russo is not to 
he belie\red because he has been imprisonell on some trivial charge 
when he was a child! But thero appears nothing agaillst him that 
should disentitle him to credit. And he is confirmed by other 
witnesses. 'Vhat say Achilli and the wife of Gar:llnoni? He giveR 
his own evidence, and calls her to assist him. It would have been 
wiser for him to bave left her alone! for out of their own mouths 
will I convict them of irreconcilable discrepancy and palpable fals('- 
hood! AchilIi states, "I lived next door. One e\Tening, between 
eleven and twcl ve, she ,,'as at the door, anù calls me to her, anù 
says she had some question to put to me. I went across; and she 
had just begun it, so that 1 heard the first worùs, 'Have yon 
heard - ?'" IIad Achilli stopped there, one might perhaps have 
believeù him. But he produces the wife of Garamoni; anll she 
says, " I was waiting at tbe window to see him. My mother h:ul 
told me to wait anù ask him if he had heard cries." ('Vlmt his hear- 
ing cries could have h:ld to do with any interest of theirs, I do not 
(Iuite see, especially as he could not have known from wholll they 
proceeded, or from what cause). "My mother had gone to bed." 
(Strange that the mother of a young woman
 with a jealous husband, 
:;l'l'arated from him, should. go to bell,aud leaye her, between cleyen 
:1Il1i twelve at night, to see a Illall whom E:he says she had ne\Ter 
8ecn before, just to ask him about some noise! Surely, if she wel.e 
so interested in the solution uf that question, she Illight have sat up 


I Lord Campbell himself said this was proved, yet the jury found it not pro\ed 
" to their satisfaction !" 
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a little longer, or postponcd putting it till next morning! Strange 
and improbable story to anyone \",110 is not resolve(l to belim'p 
c,'cry syllahle Achilli chooses to swcar to! anù you will see she 
contradicts him. .And now comcs this striking fact,-that whereas 
Achilli stated she came Jown and spoke to him, she says she never 
came down stairs at all ! You see she is anxious not to be place',l 
too near him, from fear of suspicion of anything improper between 
thl'lll; but Achilli, who does not see that so stronglYaB she does. 
mys "she came down and was speaking to me!" .Anti theu he say
, 
the" hushand came and pushed me into the honse!" Obsequious 
hushand! 'Vhat an improbable story i::; this! W'hat an insult to 
our understanJing, to ask us to helieve it! Gentlemen, we are not 
Italians, but we arc Englishmen: we arc not so sllbtle as Dr. 
Achilli, but we possess I,lain reasoning faculties, which lead us tn 
reject such stories so uttcrly irreconcila.ble. 'Ve have here a direct 
and deliberate contradiction, in a matter most material, and in 
which the witnesses cannot be mistaken. Gentlemen, they learnt 
their lesson, but they did not learn it well! On one point the} 
agreed, that they were both to say that he was called over in order 
that some question might be put to him; hut they forgot to 
agree as to whether she came down and spoke to him or not. lIe 
says she did; she says she did not. Nor is this all. It is part of our 
case that Gammoni seized Achilli; he says Garamoni ne'"er seized 
him: the wife says he did seize him, and helù him against the 
wall! There is another contradiction. Is such testimony entitlf'l! 
to the slightest credit? And on such contradictory testimony are 
you to reject the evidence of two witnesses who agree, and who art' 
confirmed by the very testimony thus adduced in opposition? 
Gentlemen, the next case is that of the wife of Coriboni, at 
Zante; amI if here the balance of evidence does not incline deci- 
sively in favour of the defendant, I understand not the nature of 
testimony at all! Achilli could not have heen unaware that there 
had been serious imputations made upon his moral conduct. Ill' 
admits that accusations had been made against him,-unfortunate 
Ulan! lIe has gone through a long career of innocence and virtue; 
hut, somehow or other, it has hal)pened that ,. tLouS1nds of 
charges" have hecn (as he admitted) made against his character. 
Surely, it behoved such a man to walk circuIllsl)Cctly! But what 
does he do? Before he leaves Corfu, lie engages these two per- 
sons,--Coriboni and his wife; and who were they? Coriboni was 
a chorus singer: he had a fair wife. To be sure, Achilli says she 
was neither well-favoured nor ill-favoured; hut, however, she 
sought, it seems, to make up for any Jeficiellcies in the perfection 
of her charms by a liheral di:;closurc of such as she possessell. 
According to the evidence of several witne
ses, she was a woman 
uf loose charactel'. 'VeIl, he takes these persons into his service, 
without the slightest inquiry as to who or what they are. lie 
says he saw Coriboni in the streets, and heard he was a chorlls 
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singer. lIe waits not to inquire iuto their character: all Corfu 
would have given it to him. She was not exactly the person for a 
minister of religion to have about him, but he engages them both. 
lIe goes to Zante. They come there after him, and are taken into 
his service; and he having opened a chapel, Coriboni, to his great 
astonishment, finds himself converted, though a Catholic, into a 
Protestant clerk. (Laughter.) In Shakspeare's language, he ha,d, 
in the exercise of his vocation, played in his time many parts,- 
sometimes a peasant, sometimes a suldier, sometimes a prince, 
sometimes a !)riest of Isis,-but now ho was a Protestant clerk. 
(Great laughter.) lIe had not yet gone beyond the chrysalis stage, 
which had })roJuced the butterfly Achilli; he was still iu the grub 
conJition (renewed laughter), looking to the bread and cheese; 
ready to exercise this or any other vocation that might be SU!Ç- 
gested to him. lIe had no objection to be a Protestant derk.. 
although he had never thought of the Protestaut religion. I Jare 
say it !]ever occurred to his mind hut as a heresy; but the moment 
he is toM by Achilli to go through certain ceremonies, and mako 
certain responses, he is perfectly reaJy, for a reward,-anything 
for an honest livelihood (like Achilli himself, in that re1;!JCct ),- 
and accordingly he becomes the Protestant derk, as .Achilli had 
become the J>>rotestant IJarson. Gentlemen, talk to me of the dis- 
tinction which Achilli spoke aIJout, between "the religion of the 
heart and of the mind," as if such expressions wel'ü applicable to a 
case like this! Gentlemen, there is a religiun of the understand- 
ing, and there is a religion of the heart; and the true religiun is 
that which combines buth-when the faith which is found in the 
recesses of a JUan's heart is ill unison with the reason and the intel- 
ligence with which God has endowed U:3! nut there i:3 a religion 
which is detestable, and it is the religion of the breeches pocket; 
and that, gentlemen, is the religion which too many, if they clo 
not profess, practice; and when a man is expelled from the Catholic 
Church, he is ready enough to joiu the I)rotestant Church, or 
vice -ccrsá ;m anJ he is caught up by people who are foolish cHongll 
to bc1ie,'e that every man who professes to he a. COllvert is so in 
truth, from conEcience and conviction; thoug-h, when his motives 
come to be ascertaine(l. they are found to be of the most sor(lid alld 
iuterested character of which human nature is capable. Take tilt.} 
case of ..AchiJIi. lIe professes to have abjured the errurs of ROJlll', 


m Has there ever been a convert from the Catholic Church as to whom it 
cannot be shown that he was stained by immorality, or influenced by worldly !ìelf- 
interest? It certainly cannot be said of the first Reformers; nor could tbe 
evidence in this case support a contrary theory as to modern" convt'rsions." It 
is to be observed that a Catholic has to give up a faith-a Protestant to get ont'o 
Of course this reasoning does not apply to those who are born and bred Pro- 
testants, whose sincerity is unquestionable. Bllt, on the other hand, from the 
Reformation downwards, have not converts to Catholicism been, as a body, men 
of good moral character, and acting against their earthly interest? The argu- 
ment is not suggested offensively, but as really worthy of serious consideration, 
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nnd to have become a convert to the Protestant Church. He 
establishes a Protestant chapel, and takes a Catholic chorus singer 
for a clerk, making him participate in the public worship of the 
Church of England. Does not this show the real feelings and 
motives of Achilli? 'Y" as it not a wanton desecration of all that 
is sacre<<l in religion? "
e11, he is remon
trated with by .l\Ir. 
Reynolds, who, when he first enters the chapel, is astounded to 
see Coriboni acting as clerk, and his wife as doorkeeper. He 
says, "'Vlmt are you doing? You have a woman here of bad 
character, unfit for any service in a Protestant place of worship !U 
"That does Achilli reply? He says himself tbat his answer was, 
that it was indifferent to him, so long as they behaved well in his 
house. A large charity, truly, to consider this a sufficient reason 
for placing them in a Protestant chapel, to ca.lJse scandal to the 
virtuous! Such, however, was Achilli's view of the subject. Ac- 
cording to Mr. Reynolds, the result of his remonstrance was, that 
the Coribonis were removed from the chapel, and never acted there 
again. Achilli, on the contrary, says that there was no remon- 
strance as to the chapel, and that they acted there throughout. 
That is a flat contradiction: it is for you to E,ay whom you believe. 
.l\Ir. Reynolds goes on to speak to familiarities between Achilli and 
the woman Coriboni; and the same things were witnessed by the 
young lady who was likewise called. .l\Ir. Reynolds flays, fur- 
ther, that he remonstrated with Achilli about tbem. He says he 
ne,,-er so remonstrated: but he says that, after he had accused 
.l\Ir. Reynolds of drunkenness, he spoke to him about the em- 
ployment of these persons. N ow, gentlemen, there can be no 
doubt of this, that Achilli has a strong interest in making out 
his case. )Ir. Reynolds does not, on the other hand, appear 
to have any interest to induce him to swear falsely. Has he in- 
vented these things? Are they unlikely to have happened ? 
Achilli denies it all! lIe says, also, it was impossible. 'Yhy ? 
" Because my house commanded his-not his mine! .. 'Yell, gentle- 
men, you have here oath against oath; and remember the oath of 
Achilli is the oath of a man whose all is staked upon the issue! 
And how :Mr. Reynolùs is to be consiùere<<l as having fabricateù 
falsehoods is to me incomprehensible. The Attorney General pro- 
duceù a letter, however, to disparage his testimony ;-a foolish letter 
to a gentleman, whom l\Ir. Reynolds refers to as capable of confirming 
his statements, and who, it appears, was unwilling to come up from 
Plymouth to London unless his full expenses were paid, being an 
officer on half-pay, with a large family. Something had passed on 
the subject between them, anù 1\11'. ReynoMs writes to assure him 
that he need have no fear on that score, for that he would be 
dealt with" liberally:' And that, it is to be pretended, was pur- 
chasing testimony! "Tby, could he have conceive(l that an officer 
in her l\Iajesty's service was capable of being bribed, by the con.",- 
1'1 
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sideration of baving his expenses paiJ on a liberal scale, to come' 
ßnd give false testimony'? The proposition is monstrous! - unless, 
indeed, the fact that this gentleman was mean enough to hanel over 
a letter which had been written to him confidentially by a friend, 
may lead to tbp conclusion that this would have been only a true 
estimate of his character! Is this the ground on which we are to 
come to the conclusion that all which l\lr. Reynolds has stated was 
false! Gentlemen, it shows the very reverse. That letter whicb 
my learned friend produces refers to the transaction as to which 
:Mr. Reynolds testified. It &'tYs, "You remember the matter we 
were talking about? .. That shows there was such a transaction! 
Besides this, is there no other evidence about it free from all im- 
putation? Yes, there is - the evidence of the young lady, the 
nursery-governess. 'Yhat is to impeach her testimony? she is no 
longer in the family of Mr. Reynolds; she resides elsewhere; she 
is not an Italian; she is not a Catholic; she is a most respectable 
person-a Protestant. She has no interest in supporting Dr. New- 
man, of whom probably she never heard! She says she saw the 
Coribonis at the chapel the first time, and that they never officiated 
there again; and she says she saw what passed between Achj]]i 
and the woman. If these things did not take place, then not only 
is Mr. Reynolds perjured, but this young lady too! And what 
motive can she have to come here and lay perjury upon her soul for 
the sake of Dr. Newman, whom she has perhaps never heard of, 
and for whose religious persuasion she can have no symI)athy? It 
is to be said, "The windows were open, and is it supposable that a 
man officiating, as minister of religion, having a character to main- 
tain, would be so mad as to expose his conduct thus at an open 
window to public view? " Yes, but if you believe Achilli, he be- 
lieved that they coulrl not command a view of his window. That 
puts an end to the whole argument. n Is that young woman to bo 
deemed unworthy of credit because it suits the purpose of Achilli to 
say that she is perjured? What right has anyone to ascribe per- 
jury to her? She has no interest, - Achilli has. "\Vho is it who 
is 011 his trial? The legal defendant is Dr. Newman; but he is 
forgotten, - the real defendant is Achilli, and he has all the ad- 
vantage of the sympathy which a party accused generally engages. 
And he has the further advantage of swearing in Lis own favour. 
According to the law of England, if he had been the party legally 
-accused in the proceeding, Le could not have been examined, 
'Vhether that is a wise state of the law is another thing; and 
whether, in every case, civil or criminal, a man should not be ready 
to state, on oath, all he has to state, is deserving of consideration. 
But why has the law been established on its present principle? 
Because the party accused of crime ,,-ill, in the position in which he 
D Will it be believed that Lord Campbell actually put this argument for the 
prosecutor to the jury, with his own approval, and suppressed the answer 
afforded by Achilli's own oath! 
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is placed, hardly be able to resist the overwhelming temptation to 
Bave himself from the consequences of his offence even at the 
expense of the false evidence which may be necessary to his 
exculpation. 
Lord CAMPBELL.-It must also be considered whether, if he were 
permitted to give evidence in his own favour, he must not likewise 
give evidence against himself. o 
Sir A. Cockburn.-The principle, however, on which the law at 
present proceeds is well worthy of serious consideration, as an 
important ingredient in the question. And certainly to that prin- 
ciple this case is an exception; for Achilli swears in his own de- 
fence,-his character, his all is at stake; and one would scarcely 
be supposed, to put that under the influence of motives so over- 
whelming, he could give evidence such as he might not give in a, 
cause affecting another. On the other hand, I repeat, there is 
nothing in the shape of interest or undue influence to induce this 
young lady to come forward; and I ask you, are you justified ill 
disbelieving her when you can only do so on the supposition that 
Bhe has committed perjury! Surely Achi1li has an interest infi- 
nitely stronger than any which can be ascribed to Mr. Reynolds? 
and this we have by confirmatory testimony. It has pleased 
Achilli to ascribe his evidence to resentment at having been re- 
monstrated with for habitual drunkenness. Mr. Reynolds denies 
that. And is it to be supposed that an habitual drunkard would 
have been continued for twenty-five years in the service of the 
British Government as collector of customs and inspector of health? 
Do you imagine that it would not have been discovered, and that 
he would not have been disgraced? That, I think, is a tolerable 
answer to the charge thrown out against him by Achilli. And you 
will observe that in e,yery instance wherever he has an accuser to 
deal with, he brings a charge against him. At Viterbo there i:i 
somebody connected with the convent who is dissatisfied with his 
conduct; and he is handed down to the world as a man of villanolls 
character, capable of any atrocity. The superior of his order finclR 
fault with him, and threatens to bring him to trial for alleged 
offences; and he is said in this book to have "died loaded with 
execrations!" A cardinal, also, who thought the proceedings of 
Achilli ought to be inquired into, is said to have been living only 
that he may add to his crimes. Such is his habitual course; and so 


ð Why not? The writer believes such originally to have been the law of this 
country, and that the early criminal trials show it to have been so. In such 
a case as the present, surely common sense would indicate that, if a man be 
allowed to come and swear in his own defence, against the evidence adduced by 
the defendant-the latter ought to have been able to call him to examine him 
before he knew what the exact amount of that evidence would be, that it might 
be seen how much he would admit and how much deny. Aud it is believed 
that this, as it is even now the usual, was originally the regular course.-See 
remarks on this point in the Introduction; and see Sir A. Cockburn's opening 
speech. 
M 2 
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the moment Mr. Reynolds appears against him be is 
et down as all 
habitual drunkard! 'V ell; so much for the case at Zante. 
Next we come to :\Ialta. There he is in the college where there 
was a department for priests who had seceded from the Church of 
Rome, and it turned out that these converts were not the best of 
men. It appears that the conduct of two of them, Leonini and 
Sacca res, was such as brought scandal on the college. Inquiry was 
made, and charges brought forward which at first were not sub- 
stantiated. Certain communications are made to the committee, 
and they order a more strict and searching investigation to take 
place, to be conducted partly by Achilli himself. The day is fixe,l 
for resuming the inquiry, when just before it is going to commence, 
Achilli sends away the principal party, Saccares, wherehy the 
whole inquiry becomes a nullity. This is a suspicious circumstance, 
the more so, since the committee having taken it into consideration, 
dismissed Achilli from the college. lIe says in answer, " I did not 
believe the truth of the charges." "
hat answer is that to the 
order of his superiors to institute a new inquiry? Then he says, 
he did not know that there was to be another inquiry, and thought 
the inquiry had concluded! But here he is contradicted by every 
witness who is called from the committee or the college,-by Lord 
Shaftesbury, by :Mr. 'Yatts, by :\11'. IIadfield, and by Dr. Bunavia ; 
aU agreed that the inquiry was to be resumed by Achilli himself! 
Then again, he says,-" I gave :\lr. Hadfield notice, that I was going 
to send Saccares away, '80 he could have stopped him:" Is that 
80? lIe" gave notice," in a letter elated the very day Saccares 
went, and stating "he goes immediately; he no lungeI' belongs to 
the college;" so that 1\11'. Hadfield's jurisdiction over him had 
already ceased, as he had no authority over him except as a member 
of the college. Remember, Achilli had heen the intimate friend 
of these two priests, Leonini and Saccares, and had lived in tho 
Bame house,P and if there had been immorality, of course the blame 
would have attached to him. It was no doubt very convenient to 
Bend Saccares away. Had he been e
amined, who knows what 
might have come out? 'Vho knows, if ladies visited the convent, 
whom they visited? It would never do to let all this out; so all 
in a sudden there arises an urgent necessity for sending bibles into 
Sicily, so Saccares was sent away as fast as lJOssible. Gentlemen, 
this is not a view taken for the first occasion in this case. Yon 
bave heard it from J..ord Shaftesbury and other witnesses, who are 
not Italians nor Catholics, but English Protestants, who can have 
had no feeling against Achilli; on the co'ntrary, he was a great 
convert from Catholicism, he was a great gain from Rome. N ever- 
theless, they see that it will not do to maint:Lin Achilli :Lny longer 
of the college, and they dismissed him, and now he comes forwar(l 
P It is hardly necessary, to those who are acquainted with the character oC 
Achilli's book, to say, that these were ecclesidStics venerable for piety and 
learning. 
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and says, as usual, that this is all false, and that he has been treated 
ill the most unjust way! And there is another thing in this part 
(If the case. \nmt say you, gentlemen, to the conversation with 
Dr. 13onavia? Is he not to be believed? No! For he comes 
forward against Achilli. Everything alleged against him is to Le 
disbelieved! Yet he is a Protestant; he is neither a Catholic nor 
a Tra
tarian, but a zealous Protestant. 'Vhat interest has he in 
misrepresenting the matter? ''''"hy is he to be disbelieved? Is 
this conversation imaginary? If not, and it be true, then when 
there was a question of flagrant immorality-a charge of intro- 
ducing women for improper purposes-would you expect to hear 
the man who has been denouncing the alleged immoralities of 
Catholic priests, and who represents himselfto have been actuated by 
his abhorrence for them in leaving the Catholic Church-would you 
expect to find him saying to a Ilerson remonstrating about similar 
practices in a Protest8.nt college, "Oh, you are too scrupulous!" 
N ow we come to the last stage of the history-London. In 
the meantime he had married, and surely where he had induced a 
young lady to associate her happiness with his, he becomes bound 
to her virtuously. But, at the first house he takes, he solicits the 
chastity of a girl in his service! If that be true, what a light 
does it throw Lack on the early history of his life! If a man who 
has already entered into the holy state of matrimony be so forgetful 
of his duty, that he is unfaithful to his wife, we can judge of the 
credit to be given to him when contradicting similar charges of the 
same character. And is this witnpss a Catholic, or an Italian 1 
Is she come here to perjure herself? Has Dr. Newman brought 
her? If so, why should she not have stated all which the other 
woman swore to? And how is her testimony to be destroyed? 
'Vhy, it is said that 1\Irs. Achilli accused her of being dirty! But 
Mrs. Achilli gave her a character, and is it to be supposed that after 
finding another service she should come here to swear falsely against 
her former mistress? "r as that all which Mrs. Achilli was called 
here for? No gentlemen! She was called here to excite your 
fiympathy! There yon see a little of the art with which the case 
has been conducted. She was not called here to state things which 
the witnesses had already admitted. She was called to excite your 
sympathy, and for no other purpose! I pass on to the next wit- 
ness,-Jane Legge. She, I admit, was of a bad character, but she 
showed some honesty and conscience; and declined to swear what 
she did not know to be true. N ow her sister, :.L\Irs. Logan, is a 
respectable person; and she has no interest in the matter, and is 
indeed a reluctant witness. It appears that when subpænaed she 
sent for Achilli, who says, "K onsense, you need not attend; shut 
the door in their faces!" Then a conversation en
ues as to how 
they had discovered that her sister had anything to say against 
Achilli; and :Mrs. Logan sa.ys :Mrs. Castellini must have told them; 
at which she is very angry; and then as the conversation boes on, 
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she says, "You must know best what has passed between you and 
Jane." He maintains a discreet silence! Then we corne to Sarah 
'V ood; is 8he perjured? She tells her simple story. She came 
from the House of Mercy, where unfortunate women who have 
fallen into guilt and shame are restored to virtue and society. She 
is recommended from that place, which is in itself strong evidence 
of her being reformed in character; and her very going there shows 
that the poor girl (still very young) was resolved to try and live 
virtuously in future. After what happened at Achilli's her health 
fell off, and she had to leave: her father is sent for, and takes her 
away. 'Vhy? "Tho can doubt it ! 'Vhat should detract from the 
truthfulness of her story? Is she too perjured? Yes. Good 
God! am I in England ?-am I in a court of justice? Shall I 
hear it said-that because it is surmised that she is a Catholic- 
that she has a book with the cross upon it I-that therefore she 
is to he presumed capable of conspiracy and perj ury ! Is that too 
not to be belie\Ted? How monstrous! It is possible there lllay 
have been a mixture of Catholicism at the House of Mercy. But 
you, gentlemen, will not, I trust, administer justice upon such a 
principle! You will not permit your minds to be clouded by pre. 
judice, and to be perverted by this fanaticism and bigotry (for so it 
is)! I trust these miserable feelings will not be allowed to inter- 
fere. I hope you will be enabled to hold the scales of justice fairly 
even, though your hands may be shaken by the excitement of reli- 
gious passion, and the warmth of religious zeal! These will be 
appealed to, I doubt not; but I appeal to your sense of justice, to 
your consciences as men and as Christians, and I ask you to look 
on these things with the recollection that however great may be 
faith and zeal, justice is one of the earliest born and the dearest 
emanations from God, and from religion!q (A burst of chepring.) 
Lord CAMPBELL (with great gravity.)-These expressions of 
feeling must not be repeated. r 
Sir A. Cockbu'rn continued.-It is a curious thing, gentlemen, 
that my learned friend, the Attorney General, though he confronted 
two of the Italian witnesses with his client, did not venture to con- 
front him with any of the English witnesses against him, who came 
forward one after another to testify to the same kind of things. It 
is for you to say whether the whole testimony be not overpowering, 
and whether it is rebutted by his general denial. 
Before I pass from the oral evidence, let me say a single word as 
to the witnesses who are called to speak as to Achilli's character! 


Ii Nothing could be finer than his delivery of this noble sentiment, which was 
obviously the genuine effusion of a generous and noble nature. The burst of 
cheering which ensued was enthusiastic; and there was not, I believe, a person 
of education present, who did not sympathize, if they did not share in it. 
r He never said that, when the coarser portion of the audience cheered him. 
Those were gentlemen who cheered now; and judge and jury were evidently 
diEgusted. 
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"Tho are they? They are seceders, like bimself, frum the Church 
of Rome, his associates, having a common interest with him; who, 
of course, give him the highest possible character. But it is 
curious that if he should have borne such a remarkably gooJ cha- 
racter, he should have had (as he himself tells us) hundreds of 
charges made against him! Let this evidence pass for what it is 
worth! It may be true that he was placed in responsiblt' positions; 
many a man is placed in such pu::;itions, who, if his life were really 
known, it would be impossible, even for his patrons and supporters, 
to uphold him any longer. 8 
Gentlemen, I now come to a part of the case on which so much 
was said yesterday,-the judgment of the Court of Inquisition. It 
is an important document, if you take its sentence as true; for it 
recites the various offences I have aJrea.Jy refeued to, and others of 
which we have not been able to ofter oral proof. You will under- 
stand the difficulty which there necessarily must be in obtaining 
evidence of matters of this nature. And you have observed that 
some evidence offered has been excluded, on account of its not 
llaving been proverl in regular form of law, and witnesses not being 
produced to prove the facts necessary to make it admissible. 
Lord CA.3JPBELL said,-I ha,-e examined the document since 
yesterday, and though I do not at aU regret having admitted it in 
evidence, I must remark that the first portion of it merely seems to 
state the result of the examination by the notary;t then afterwards 


· The question is, supposing Achilli to have been rightfully accused, when his 
conduct became really known to the authorities; and, still more, to the Holy See. 
So soon as the Holy See heard of it, it seems, he was perpetually deprived. 
t But the notary is declared to be " Notary of the Congregation of the Inqui- 
sition," and this is (like all the rest) attested and authenticated; so that it 
seems exactly analogous to the official act of the master, or other officer, who 
draws up a judgment of one of the superior courts in this country: for instance, 
in the Court of Chancery, the Chancellor dictates merely the minutes of his 
decree, "hich are afterwards drawn up by the master. Every judgment is, in 
fact, drawn up by some such officer of the court; the judges only pronounce- 
they do not record. The only difference between the English and the Italian judg- 
ment is, that the former does not state that it is drawn up by an officer, whereas 
the latter does, which is more truthful. And when the Lord Chief Justice said, 
.. the first portion appears to be the result of the notary's examination," what 
did he mean? How did it appear? The words are, "After a complete investi- 
gation" (which, it is to be presumed, was judicial), " it is proved from the same 
acts," &c. (i. e., to the court); and then follow the words, .. After having 
weighed, &c., their eminences, the Inquisitors, decree," &c. The whole is abso. 
lutely one sentence! Lord Campbell's separation of it into" two portions .. is 
not only arbitrary, but absurd. The notary (i, e., the master), states the whole 
continuously as equally the act of the court. It is as plainly as possible 
expressed, that the same judicial persons who had weighed the proofs had 
received the proofs (or how could they have weighed them ?),-and having 
.. weighed the proofs," they decree; and the weighing the proofs is clearly the 
inducement of the decree, an integral part of it, as much as the recitals of a 
deed; and the same officer who certifies the latter portion certifies the former 
portion; so that if the former part.. appear" to be the result of his examination, 

o must the latter; all alike is equally authenticated, as constituting an entered 
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there comes judgment. I should have hesitated more in receiving 
it if I had been made more acquainted with the commencement; 
but as it is, I do not regret haying a<lmitted it, as I feel <li
posed to 
open the doors as widely as possible, so as to admit evidence which 
may throw light on the issues. It is an informal document. u 
Sir A. Cockburn.-It is the best that couM be got, my lord. 
"Y e cannot dictate to continental courts, in what form they shall 
draw up their judgments! \Ve can only take them as we find 
them. It professes to be founded on certain accusations preferred 
against Achilli, and his acknowledgment of the charges: we have 
proved the document in proper form. \Ye were not able to procure 
witnesses as to some of these charges having been preferre<l against 
him. lIe says they were not. That is for you to judge of. He 
denies it; for the reason, he says, that questions of immorality are 
not within the jurisdiction of the Court of Inquisition; aud that 
they exercise jurisdiction over matters of religion alone, and not 
ovcr the morals of the clergy. But this is the evidence of a 
deeply interested party; and, on the other hand, we haye the evi- 
<lence of a perfectly competent party, Dr. Grant, a Catholic bishop. 
'Vhere his see might be I Jo not think at all material to the truth 
or yalue of his testimony, which, therefore, I press upon you. He 
Bays he was a long while resident at Rome, and acted for parties there 
who exercised jurisdiction in other ecclesiastical courts; and that it 
was his duty to a:;ct.
rtain the jurisdiction of those different courts, 
and to ascertain the limits of each. Speaking from the knowledge 
thus acquired, he is enabled to state that the Court of Inquisition 
takes cognizance of matters relating to faith, and, as regards the 
c1ergy, of cases of gross immorality. It is natural to suppose that 
it should be so. It is the highest court of ecclesiastical jurisdiction; 
and what is more likely than that it should comprehend within the 
sphere of its powers, cases of gross offences agaillst morality 
among the clergy? Accordingly, we 6n(1 that this particular docu- 
ment professes to be the recorJ of a sentence })ronounced upon 
illquiry into immoralities cOlllmitted by Achilli. Do you believe 
the evidence of .Ächilli on tIle point, who is interested, or of Dr. 


judgment. In a judgment in the Court of Queen's Bench, the master or other 
officer (after reÓting the pleadings on which judgment is given) writes, .. there- 
fore, it is considered by the court, that," &c. Now, though he does not say 
he wrote it all, it is known he wrote it all; and what would be said of a judge, 
who, on the record of a judgment being" returned" to him, should reject all 
the pleadings, on the ground that what followed the "ideo consideratum est" 
was the act of the court, and the previous part was only the result of the 
master's examination? The judgment would be, of course, utterly useless, as 
it could not be known what state of facts it was pronounced upon. 
D Because foreign courts are not so formal as ours. It is formal enough, 
however, on any practical, if not on any technical, con
ideration; and if rejected 
on that ground, no foreign judgment could be received. .. An informal docu- 
ment," according to Our special pleading ideas of formality! Is that a fair way 
of treating it ? Besides, how can we know that it is " informal 
 " Enough for 
us, that it ill duly authenticated. 
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Grant, who is not interested, aud who has a competent knowledge 
on the subject? Besitles, this observation, surely, is on the surface 
of the case; it is obvious that it must have been known that the 
judgment would be produced in this case; and canoni:sts and jurists 
acquainted with the ecclesiastical law of Italy, could easily have 
been brought to prove (if it were so) that it had professed to pro- 
ceed in a matter over which it had no jurisdiction. 
I
ord C.UIPBELL.- 'V e must draw a distinction between the 
judicial part-the sentence, and the previous portion. v It does 
not set out the offences for which the sentence was pronounced. w 
Sir A. CocklJUrn.-lt sets out no other but the immoralities 
alleged; and if these were not the true grounds on which the 
judgment proceeded, there is no ground at all set forth! x This is 
a court not conducted with such formality as the judgments in this 
court. It is said, too, that this is the first time a judgment of the 
Court of Inquisition has been proved in this country; Y which of 
itself might show that any particular technicality ought not to be 
expected. But is it to be presumed to be a wicked imposture in 
reciting that Achilli had confessed certaiu offences, for which he 
was sentenced? Is it to be assumed a fabrication? Achilli says 
he never was suspended or deprived by any sentence. Now, he 
admits he was before the Inquisition. 'V ere these charges, then, 
brought against him? He says they were not; why? because 
they do 110t come within the jurisdiction of the court. But we 
have it proved, by a perfectly competent authority, that they do. 
'Vas then a sentence passed? He says not. lIe aJmits, however, 
that he may have thrown himself upon the mercy of the court; 
not for what is stated here, but for teaching false doctrine; and 


.., See previous Dote. 
w Not set out the offences !-" Having confessed himself guilty of," &c. (see 
the judgment, end of second day). Besides, what a curious objection, after having 
ruled that the offences recited were to be rejected! The defendant's counsel 
remarked this at once. 
x Therefore, either there were no grounds at all, or tbese were not the true 
ones. In the former case, there could be no judgment; in the latter case, as 
the document is entire, and with an entire authentication, the whole must have 
been fabricated-which was the atrocious theory of the Attorney General. But 
the Lord Chief Justice rejected that theory, and admitted it as a valid judgment, 
so the whole ought surely to have been received as of equal validity; for 
who ever heard of a judgment one half genuine and the other half forged? 
And who ever beard of assuming fabrication against a record! or even the 
judgment of an inferior court, not of record. But the Inquisition, as it had 
been proved in evidence, is the supreme court of Rome. It is to be observed, 
also, that the judgment is accompanied with the chancellor's certificate, " given 
in testimony of all these facts," of wlücb, one fact is the confession of the charges 
recited; and another fact is that the court had considered these facts. Again, 
the judgment recites that, "The court having considered the defences" (to 
the previous charges)," amI other matters, &c. decree," which is exactly 
analogous to the" ideo consideratum est," of a judgment in our Queen's Bench. 
Is it rational to rejed not merely what comes before, but after, the "con- 
sideratum est? " 
y See former note. 
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what follows? He says, the Pope interfered in his behalf (that 

'ame pope whom he abuses so outrageously!), and he was set at 
liberty on certain conditions! one of which was reconciliation to 
the Church, and in the mean time he was to be under strict sur- 
veiIIance. \Vhat does that imply! Total and entire suspension 
from all functions of an ecclesiastical character: and then he w
 
recommended" to go for some time to a place of penance:' What say
 
the judgment? So far he confirms it to be true. It says distinctly 
that he was to be suspended and deprived, and sent for three 
months to a house of rigorous observance. Is that true or false? 
Gentlemen, we have heard a great deal about the Inquisition- 
though the Roman must not be confounded with the Spanish z_ 
and none of the atrocities can be imputed to the former which arc 
ascribed to the latter. It is not a court which is approved of in 
this free country,8 where religion and everything is unfettered, 
limited only by the laws necessary for the peace and good order and 
welfare of mankind. We desire no secret tribunals. b But do not 
let us be unjust on that account! Do not let us assume that a 
court, sitting under the authority of. their sovereign to discharge the 
duties of their office, will put upon record, and send into another 
court, a judgment which does not exist, or on grounds which were 
not true, or for a Imnishment which was not decreed. Can you 
discredit this document? I think not. And if you believe it, it 
goes a long way towards confirming the testimony given by the 
witnesses who have been called. 
Let me now, gentlemen, caIl your attention to a part of the case 
which is not unimportant. \Vhat is the account which Achilli and 
his friends give of him? \Vhy, that up to 1840 or 1841, he was 
a man esteemed, honoured, and promoted; the idol of the monks 
and friars; the confidential friend of his superiors; taken by the 
provincial on visitations; upheld by bishops, supported by cardi- 
nals, loved, honoured, and revered. lIe goes to Rome: honours 
await him! Professorships' benefices arc offered him; everybody 
is his friend; the Pope himself is dispos('d to be his benefactor. c 
\VelI, this is a feeling and prosperous state of things! How 
('omes it, then, that if these representations be true, in 1841 he 
was seized by the Inquisition?d For erroneous doctrine? \Vhat ! 


Z Very commonly it is so, by the ignorant. 
· How many persons know anything about it ? ." 
b But we have them: grand juries, Court of Chancery (m takmg eVIdence), 
civil courts, commissions under Church Discipline Act, &c. &c. 
c And let it be remarked that Achilli declares that for ten years before this, he 
departed from the doctrines and practice of the Church, in t
ching, and .was 
openly at variance, as he was known all along to have heretIcal tendencIes; 
whereas his friends, the friars, say at Rome nothing was known of his alleged 
immoralities; and he himself declares that it was not for those things he was 
rleprived. Then what was it for? Not for heresy, as that was an old story. 
d So Immmary 8 process is not usual in cases of heresy; and, on the other 
band, such is the coune taken "hen flagrant immorality i5 dilicO\ered in a 
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he, the beloved and the courted, esteemed and revered of all man- 
kind-he seized and thrown into the Inquisition! Do not these 
contradictions show that an attempt is made by Achilli to palm off 
untruths upon you, presumiug upon your want of knowledge of 
the position in which he was placed? Is it not much more pro- 
bable that what is related by those who have come to give evidence 
against him, and what is recited in the judgment, is true; and 
Utat his excesses had at last reached to such a head, and been so 
discovered, as to render it necessary for the Church to interpose? 
He was not removed from Naples, he 
ys; but yet he returns to 
Naples almost as soon as he had left it, and tells rather a loose 
story about a lame foot. Is it not improbable, that if, when he 
reached Rome, he was surrounded by honours and favours, without 
-any imputations upon his moral character, he should have been sud- 
denly cast into prison? And immediately after, a sentence is passed 
against him, which, he a<lmits, puts him out of the pale of the 
Church. There was an end of all hope of honour, or dignity, or 
advancement for Achilli in the complicated hierarchy of the Ca- 
tholic Church! Can you doubt that he said to himself, "This will 
not do; I will go to Corfu, or .l\falta, and get up a Protestant 
chapel and Protestant congregation." 'Ve have it, surely, clear a6 
proof can make it, on the admission of Achilli himself, that he con- 
tinued in the Catholic Church, ministering its sacraments, until, 
after having left Naples for Rome, he got into the prisons of the 
Inquisition. N ow, if he had then in bis heart and soul abjured the 
Catholic faith, how came he so long to continue in the ministry of 
that Church? He had left Viterbo in 1833; and ten years before, 
while yet there, he tells us in his book that, though perfectly per- 
t;uaded of the imposture of the mass, and of the heresies of its 
doctl'ines, he continued to celebrate it with a show of devotion. 
Does not this show you that he was what Dr. Newman has called 
him, "a hypocrite under a cowl?" 'Vho can dispute it? Tho 
men who minister one of the most solemn and sacred acts of reli- 
gious worship-when their hearts do but despise what their hands 
perform-who will deny that they are hypocrites! Hypocrites in 
the matter of religion! hypocrites on the most sacred of subjects! 
hypocrites, not only before men, but before God, at whose altars 
their very presence is a sacrilege and a profanation! Gentlemen, 
is a man of that character to be believed upon Lis oath? e And, 


I · 


priest. He is at once put into prison.-See numerous instances in the life of 
St. Thomas of Villanueva, for instance, or St. Charles Borromeo, or any other 
eminent bishop. 
e There is a striking parallel between this part of the speech aDd the argument 
of Lord Stafford's counsel as to Titus Oates :-" He objected that this witness, 
according to his own testimony, not only pretended to be a Catholic, while he 
was in reality a Protestant, but during his voluntary transactions with the Jesuits, 
had lived in the practice of 8 religious worship, which in his conscience (at least 
so alleged!) he believed to be idolatrous. Was a man of this degraded character, 
-8 IDÏ5creant of such deep dissimulation and hypocrisy,-admis!oible as a wit- 
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on his sole and supported assertions, are a whole body of witnesses 
to be cousigned to the shame, perchance the penalties, of perjury? 
Is tbat justice? I hope I Ju him no wrong; but I own I cannot 
bring myself to understand how, consistently with honesty, truth, 
or anything that bears the remotest resemblance to religion, a man 
can bring himself to COl1\'ert religion into a mockery-that which 
should be a sacrifice to God, into a hideous farce! I cannot com- 
prehend how such a man is to be credited against the evidence of 
witnesses who have no such shameful hypocrisy as that to answer 
for! Observe how complete, and systematic, and sustained the 
hypocrisy must have been! The cardinal, under whose eyes he 
was living at Capua; the provincial, who took him on his visita- 
tion tour-would these and other ecclesiastics have supporteJ the 
man if they had believed that he thought their faith an imposture? 
He now docs his utmost to hoM up the practices of the Catholic 
Church to odium and detestation: yet for years he was mixed up 
in them, and continued to participate in them, until he is disco- 
vereJ and brought to trial, and sentenced to deprivation; and then, 
and not till then, he professes himself a Protestant, anJ he makes 
us a present of his conversion! And is he a gain to us-a glory 
to us ? lIe, forsooth, lIas sacrificed all for conscience sake I He 
might have been anything in the Church, and he represents him- 
self as having sacrificed all this that he might satisfy the dictates 
of his conscience and the inspirations of his God! God grant it 
Jllay be so, but I cannot bring myself to believe it. 
Gentlemen, it will be for you to determine upon the conflicting 
evidence in this case. There is one topic I must ad vert to before 1 
set down. In pressing certain questions upon the prosecutor I fear 
I incurred your reprehension, manifested (you must forgive me for 
saying so) in rather a remarkable manner. ::Uatters of evidence are 
usually left for the consideration of the judge. I felt it my duty to 
press some questions as to his general incontinence; and I will 
explain the grounds upon which I did so. Gentlemen, there may be 
differences of opinion as to the degree of the religious or moral 
obligation which attaches to all men as regards continence or 
chastity. Sume men may look upon a departure from the religious 
or moral law in that respect as a venial matter, others may attach 
to it a great('r gravity. But do not forget, whatever may be the 
view yon take on this subject, that this is the very matter before 
us, the very subject of the present inquiry. "\\T e are con::;illering 


ness ?"-Lillgard, vol. xii. chap. vi. p. 236. Let the reader judge, if there wero 
force in the rea:-.oning of Dr. Newman's counsel,-let him judge of the unfair- 
ne!'s of Lord CampbelJ in omitting all allusion to it, or any comments on the 
value or character of Achilli's evidence,-though he went out of his way to have 
a flinp; at the Tractarian clergy, he imputing to them what Achilli had acknow- 
ledged of him!>t'lf! That is, Lord CampbelJ took no notice of a certain matter 
affecting the credit of the chief witness and party in the case before him, but 
took noticc of a matter lIuppoeed to affect the conduct of parties not at aU 
before him ! 
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whether a charge brought against Achilli of ha.ing been guilty of 
certain excesses is an unfounded charge. Witnesses are brought 
who depose to certain instauces which he dcnica. How are we to 
decide between the conflicting testimony? Is it of no importance, 
by way of ascertaining on which side the truth lies, to ascertain 
what are tIle habits of the man in this respect. Is it possible that 
any men can shut their eyes to the importance of such a test in 
determining upon a particular instance, whether a man has com- 
mitted an ad of criminality? It does not determine the que::;tion ; 
but surely with any person capable of reasoning, the fact that a man 
is in the habitual practice of violating a moral ohligation, must he 
material in deciding whether he is to be credited when he contra- 
dicts a witness who deposes to a particular instance? A man may 
decline to answer, but his silence is equivalent to an admission that he 
could say much more; and it may justly be said, "As you profess to 
come here to clear your character, what matters it whether you were 
guilty of incontinence with A. B. and C. or D., E. an(l F.? How 
comparatively unimportant is a single isolated instance as contrasted 
with the general tenor of a man's conduct? 'Vhat do you think of 
a man who says, "I am ready to answer you in a particular instance 
-I will 8wear I am innocent; but, though I profess to have come 
here to clear my character from these aspersions, I will not say u, 
word as to my general habit! Here is a man who professes to have 
instituted these proceedings against Dr. Newman, to clear his 
character from these imputations: witnesses are brought against 
him; he denies their statements; then, to test the evidence, he ha
 
been asked what has been his conduct in other cases, and he declines 
to answer! "I could answer no, but will not:' \Vhy do you not? 
'Yhy clearly because, in the face of your own friends, and intimates, 
and associates, the apostate monks-you dare not deny it! Does 
such a man vindicate his character? Is he the man to say, "The 
witnesses who have spoken against me are perjured, and are not to 
be believed! .. 
And now, gentlemen, I have gone through this case. I have only 
to beg you, in conclusion, to bring to the consideration of it calm and 
dispassiouate minds. It must be apparent to you that if the matters 
that have been alleged against Achilli by Dr. Newman be true, he 
was justified in calling attention to the character of the person who 
was, as a witness, * impugning the Catholic doctrines and the practices 
of the Catholic Church; denouncing license(l immoralities as well as 
erroneous principles; and doing so by stating things as of his own 
knowledge. Surely in such a case there must be a right to inquire 
into the character of such a man who comes forward as accuser aucl 
witness. And that is what Dr. Newman has done in this case. 
He was not the first to do so. As I have already said, this very 
book of Achilli's discloses that these matters were brought before the 
world in the Dublin Rerie?v in 1850. 'Yhy was that allowed to 
sleep, unvisited by any legal proceedings on the part of Achilli, for 



]74 


REPORT OF TilE TRIAL. 


a year auù a half? Then, when these matteI'S had come repeatedly 
under the attention of his fostering patrons, with whose fayour ami 
protection he has ministereù in this country, and who bring him 
forward as a great conversion; they,-who felt that unless these 
imputations were removed, his usefulness in that capacity would b(\ 
destroyed,-they call upon him to come forward aud "vindicate 
his character" from these aspersions. His everything-his existence 
-his all is at stake-and on llÏs sole oath you are asked to dis- 
believe them all, and place implicit reliance upon it in opposition 
to the evidence of many respectable witnesses! 
Gentlemen, I ask you to take these things into your calm and 
dispassionate consideration. I know tho difficulty I encounter,-I 
have felt it from the commencement. I have felt all along the 
disadvantageous ground upon which I am placed in defending 
Dr. Newman, 'Ve have here two great champions of opposing 
Churches-two converts from tbe faiths in which they were bred: 
both come forward, each to assert and maintain the truth oftheChurch 
he has joined; and I am pleading for one, a Catholic, before a Pro- 
testant tribunal. And the difficulty I feel must be, in such times as 
these, greatly enhanced. The spririt of proselytism, re.enkindled 
after a long sleep, has again arisen; and the Catholic, with upraised 
cross, and the Protestant with open bible, have entered into the 
arena to contend for domination over the interests of mankind. 
God prosper the truth, say I! Of course we are all interested, 
from the natural feelings of our minds, for the religion to which we 
belong; in the triumph and success of one of these two causes, our 
feelings have been recently kindled afresh, with an energy, which, 
until then, we had not known in our own time, elicited by any 
contests which had arisen. And with these feelings fresh in our 
minds, we have a case like the present, where the religious 
opinions seem to have come concentrated into one focus. Forgivo 
me, gentlemen, if I ask you to bring to the c.'l,se the best ami 
calmest judgment you can bring to bear upon the evidence! J 
cannot shut my eyes to the manner in which your feelings on the 
subject of religion may in this case bias your understandings in de- 
termining this case. Gentlemen, these halls, in which this inquiry 
is now taking place, lmve not to day for the first time been 
witnesses of justice miscarrying upon questions of religious con- 
troversy ! There remain (unhappily for our fame) in the }mges of 
our history, transactions, here done-here-in this great hall, which 
is associated with (I grieve to say) the darker as well as the more 
glorious epochs of our history, here h3.\
e taken place in former 
times, in justice and judicial proceedings: over those periods, 
history would willingly draw a veil, were it not that by holding up 
her beacon-light she warns posterity against the errors of the past, 
and guards them agaimìt those passions which deaden the conscience 
and steel the heart. Those days, when human life was sacrificed 
to religious bigotl'y,-tLank God the time is gone by! 'Ve 
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now know that innocence rests safe under the judges and the 
liberties of the laml. 8tilJ there have been times when juries, and 
even judges, have lent themselves to judicial mur<lera on the score of 
religion! The present are different times, but the same feelings 
that then preponderated may with insidious subtlety shut your 
ears an<l blind your eyes to reason, and may iuduce you not to bring 
to the present case the same clear understandings that I know you 
would exercise on auy other. I ask you, if you caD, to give the 
evi<lence your calm consideratiou ; and if you do that, I entertain the 
Btrongest confidence your verdict will be for the defendant. (Ap- 
l)lause. ) 
The Attonzey-General then rose and addressed the jury in reply 
on the part of the prosecution :- 
Gentlemen of the Jury,-l\Iy learned friend, in one of the most 
impassioned and eloquent addresses ever delivered in a court of 
justice, after urging every topic calculated to excite your passions, 
has exhorted you to calmness, and has spoken of the great ad- 
vantage which Dr. Achilli possesses from the course whicll this 
investigation has taken. But I must beg leave to remind you that 
this is the first time his counsel has been heard upon the matters of 
which he was accused.f l\ly learned friend virtually opened the 
case upon these various charges, in a speech, almost as powerful and 
impressive as that we have just heard, commenting upon and 
pressing the proofs as against Dr. Achilli, before the voice of his 
counsel had been heard. The wllOle case is now before you, subject 
to his observations and the directions of the judge. All that the 
bitterest hate, the most unwearied industry, the most unbounded re- 
sources, and unlimited means could combine for the destruction of 
one man-a most formidable adversary-has been accumulated; 
and it is for you to say whether the whole body of the evidenco 
produced is of such weight as to crush the prosecutor, or whether it 
will crumble into dust at the touch of impartial investigation !g 
r Which was his own counsel's fault, who shrunk from going into the cast" 
until he had put Dr. Newman to the proof of it, throughout treating it as a 
question not whether the charges were true, but whether they were proveable, a 
prudent course for any client, but surely scarcely !!atisfactoryas to innocence. 
g The most fitting comment upon the very scrupulous speech of the 
Attorney General, may be found in a brief extract from a description of the 
conduct of the prosecuting counsel in the case of Lord Stafford :-" They 
detailed to the audience all the pernicious doctrines so often and so falsely attri- 
buted to the Church of Rome,-as, that faith is not to be kept with heretics, and 
that actions vicious of their own nature, become virtuous when their object is 
the benefit of the Church. They spoke of the Jesuits-they called on the lord.. 
to display their love of truth, and zeal for the Protestant cause. The condemna- 
tion of an innocent man seems not to have alarmed their consciences. They 
acted as if they thought it their duty to employ all the resources of their inge- 
nuity to procure a conviction, leaving it to the Court to detect the fallacy of 
their reasoning, to remove the web which they had so artfully woven, and sift out 
the truth from the chaff under which they had buried it. If injustice were done, the 
judges and Dot the advocates were responsible." -Lingard, vol. xii. chap. 6, p.230. 
(If Sir Frederic relied on this, it was a poor reliance in this case.) In both 
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Gentlemen, there never has been an instance in an English 
court of justice, in which a trial has taken place under similar circum- 
stances! My learned friend has told you, that though this is a 
complaint against Dr. K ewman for having published a libel on 
Dr. Achilli, the charges are those on which Dr. Achilli is accused. 
Now cvery court of justice allows to the ll1ean
st criminal that 
privilege which has been stu<liously taken from Dr. Achilli. h Re- 
member that my learned friends desired all the witnesses to be 
removed out of court, an<l the necesbary consequence was, that 
Dr. Achilli was removed, an<l Was thus })revented from giving in- 
structions for their examinatiùn as the case proceeded. i Gentle- 
men, I think that as nlY learned friends have been studying the 
proceedings of the Inquisition, they have rather followed the Roman 
form on this occasion! Notwithstanding this, however, I have 
never known an instance in which a man I;tood so fearful an ordeal 
a::; did Dr. Achilli, in an examination which lasted seven hours. 
And I ask you whether anything but his consciousness of truth could 
have enabled him to stand such a trial! j 
Gentlemen, my learned friend has suggested that this is a su
ject 
of religious controversy; he has referred to the flames of religious 
bigotry as re-enkindled in this country; he has stated that two 
champions of antagonistic Churches are before you; am} he has 
supposed that I might possibly seek to excite your religious pre- 
ju<lices, and appeal to your religious feelings. But, gentlemen, I 
shall call upon you to decide from no motives of such a nature! k 
I should be perfectly as}mmed of myself if I were to endeavour to 
excite prejudice on such grounds! I This is not a question of reli- 
gious contro\'ersy! m If it had been, you would never have been 
troubled with this inquiry! But Dr. Achilli says: "In the conflict 
between us, you, Dr. Newman, have chosen to use poisoned arrows;n 
instances, a monstrous and unscrupulous theory was invented, of a conspiracy 
between pope, cardinal, and Jesuits.-(p. 231.) In each case there was a pre- 
tended plot which in both cases no one can doubt was not in the least believed, 
but put forth to inflame the passions and prejudices of the vulgar. Has no 
greater improvement taken place in the morality of the bar? 
h In a case where he is indicted and arraigned for punishment; but who ever 
heard of such a principle in cases of criminal information for clearing of charac- 
ter. The one is a compulsory proceeding, the other voluntary. 
i Much he must have required this olJportunity after about two years' notice 
of the charges. Besides, he had it after all, for he had the evidence taken ver- 
hatim, and written out each night. 
J But did he stand it? He stood in the bo"{, it is true; but the question is if 
he stood it morally, not physically. The writer believes it was the general 
opinion at the close of his cross-examination, that he had not .. stood it, JJ but 
had, notwithstanding general denials, confirmed every witness against him. 
k Only suggesting that fi-iars and eminent ecclesiastics had conspired to suborn 
perjury ãnd commit forgery, and that every Catholic must be capable of suchcrimCil. 
I It is a pity he was not ashamed to do so. 
m Not properly, no doubt. But was it not made so? 
11 Had Achilli not used them? (See the note on his book.) It was the advo- 
cate as well as the client who used them. The poison exists only where there is 
falsebood. And let the reader judge as to the truthfuln
ss of this speech. 
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and you have assailed my character: if you can establish the truth 
of your charges, the law will protect you, but if not, you must be 
convicted as a malignant libeller! "0 
l\Iy learned friend has said, indeed, that Dr. Newman had 110 
personal feeling. Gentlemen, we cannot dive into men's hea.rts, 
and discover the secret motives lurking there! 'Ve must judge of 
men by their acts, and if we find, in coarse Janguage, P serious 
attacks upon the character of Dr. Achilli, we must presume that 
there is some motive which actuated him; and we can attribute it 
to nothing else but that feeling of hatrc<l which does not requiro 
personal knowledge of the individual to be engendered. Dr. New- 
man has exhibited all the energy and zeal of a proselyte; q he, too, 
turned from the Protestant faith to the Catholic. l\Iy learned friend 
admits that Dr. Achilli, who has embraced the Protestant faith, is 
a man of great learning and eloquence; he is a most formidable anta- 
gonist of that faith which Dr. Newman has embraced; aml these 
feelings may well be enkindled, even although Dr. Achilli be un- 
known to him; and his hatred may be as strong as if they had 
come into personal colJision. 
But, then, my learned friend said tlmt these matters had been 
made public long ago in the Dublin Review, which Dr. Achilli 
himself has attributed to Cardinal \Viseman, by the Pope's crea- 
tion, archbishop of ".,. estminster. Very true; and if Dr. 'Visemau 
(.ould have thrown off his mask, and avowed the article,r Dr. Achilli 
would have been quite ready to enter the lists with him at the 
earliest opportunity. But Dr. 'Viselmtn preserved his incognito. 


o Not at all. Such an inference of course would suit Achilli and his coun- 
sel, who shrunk from producing him till he had put his answer to the strictest 
proof. But the question with public opinion will be, not whether the charges 
were proved, but whether they were true: the verdict does not even show that 
they were not proved, for it is notorious that it was not a fair trial. Besides, 
legal proof is one thing, moral evidence another. Again, the man is in no danger 
of being deemed a malignant libeller who states what he believes to be true. Now, 
did Sir F. Thesiger really believe the atrocious charges he put forth without the 
semblance of a reason? If not, then it is the Attorney General who must 
defend himself from the charge. Can he do so by the " licence of the bar? ,. 
p This was as bad taste as the" ribaldry II of Lord Campbell. Nothing more 
severe need be said of it, or could be said. 
q It should be mentioned that Sir Frederic has a great power of sarcasm; 
be shines in sneering. This is not a usual attribute of a generous mind; and 
though no doubt he is in private character honourable, and high spirited, no 
traces of a truly noble nature will be found in his speecht's-no genuine bursts 
of feeling such as constitute eloquence, and are to be found, for instance, in the 
speeches of Sir A. Cockburn. Sir Frederic is, as an advocate, audacious, artful, 
and sarcastic; and this speech will amply exemplify the description. But no 
noble forbearance will be discerned in it. 
r This argument was an imposition. Achilli could of course have compelled 
the publísher to give up the author, under pain of bearing all the consequences 
himself. Now, is it fair for counsel to impose on juries by such misrepresenta- 
tions ? And if they do, ought not the judge to correct them? 
N 
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It was not until he S3W thet:c "Lectures" appear untIcr a name once 
respccted, s that he felt he had mct an adversary who wa.s visible, 
and really to come forward in thc open course of tlay, and with whom 
]1C could contcst. I [c therefore })roceeded against the }mblishcrs. 
Dr. N cwmau at once fairly camc forward; and this was the first 
opportunity Dr. Achilli obtained of meeting his ad,'crsaries in a 
('ol1rt of justice. 
Gentlcmen, you ha,'e heard the charges which arc now broug-ltt 
forward against him on the plea of justification, extending O\'er the 
whole history of his life. t "... as there eyer a man placed in such a 
situation '? It is admitted tllat he is virtually on his trial. u If he 
were actually so for the }mrpose of punishment, some specific offence 
,,0ulcJ. ha'"e heen selected and establishell against him, and no other 
matters could have been entered into, nor could he havc b{'en put to 
the question; and, undcr these circumstance8, he woulcJ. 113.\'e been 
in a far more favonrablc position as an accused person than he ('an 
I,ossihly bc in the present prosecution; for he is uow called upon 
to Ull:"wer for twenty-six )'rors of his whole life! v arrang-cd into 
twenty-three charges. And it is almost impossible, wh('n his coun- 
sel is addressing himself to oue of these charge!'!, to a,'oid entering 
into othcrs. But notwithstanding all thesc t1isadvantages, and 
though your minds lmve heen twice oyer-impressed by the powerful 
aJdresses of my learned friend, I have nlJt the slightest apI)l'e- 
lu.'nsion that, without any J>rejudice heing appealed to,-without 
your minds being led to anything but a desire to Jo justice to this 
most important case, - I shall ultimately satisfy you that there is 
no ground for supposing that he has succeeded in establishing any 
one case against Dr. Achilli, and that consequently I am entitled 
to your verdict. 
Now, gentlemen, in the first place, that we may narrow the field 
of observation, and be better able to direct our minds to that which 
I alhnit dIe most important part of the case, it is right to draw 
)'our attention to ,-arious charges which have been placed upon this 
I.ecoI'd, but of which there is not the slightest proof. w 


· Another sneer. For his own sake, it is well for Sir Frederic if he be as 
truly re8pected as Dr. Newman is, and ever will be. 
t 'Yas not the burden far greater on Dr. Newman to have to prove them, than 
on AchilIi to have to meet them? especially as the latter would not answer to 
them until they" ere put to the proof? 
U Yoluntarily, not compulsorily, whicll makes all the difference. He challenged 
inquiry fir:;t by his book, and next by hi" prosecution. 
y Not at all. He called on Dr. Newman to enter into all that hil5tory. 
w Is that so? Dr. Achilli declined to answer as to any acts but those specifi- 
('ally stated in the plea; and by a strict application of those rules of special plead- 
ing which have just been swept away by the Common Law Procedure Act, his 
counsel forced Dr, Newman to so particular a I!pecification, that it was scarcely 
possible to procure positÏ\e proof to correspond precisely with it; and Achilli 
only swore to the negative of that strict specification. Of the \alue of such a 
I5pel'ies of swearing, the reader ('an easily satisfy himself by rt>ferring to his cross_ 
namination on the Gentili cal!e, where he swore he had not been visiting in tbe 
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It is allegeJ in charge 4 that Dr. Achilli, as early as 1826, was 
depriveJ of his faculty to lecture. :x ow, the only lectureship he 
obtained at Yiterbo was in 1827; yet he is, in 1826, accused of being- 
deprived of his lectureship, for an offence which his superiors wished 
to conceal! x He continued in that lectureship till 1833; and here 
we have an example of the rashness witII which the charges against 
him have been made. The fifth charge is that, in 1827, Dr. Achilli 
had already earned the reputation of a scandalous friar. It has 
been said, "Slander well, and some of it is sure to stick:' y Yet two 
monks at Yiterbo have been callerl, and h:lYe sworn that Dr. Achill i 
held a high reputation at the period referred to, Z and this dIamcter 
has been proved to have been maintained by him for ten years 
after. a It is established that he was employed in offices of trust, as, 
for example, to confess persons of hoth sexes; that in 1835 he was 
sent a visitor to the com-ent of N eppi; that when at Rome he 
preached the Lent sermons; that at Naples he was sent for to 
preach before the duchess of Saxony; and that in 1837 he was 
appointed prior of the Dominican Convent. Can you believe, with 
such evidence before you, then, that in lR27 he was a friar of 
scandalous reputa,tion ? Can you think so with the fact that he 
heM various offices down to 183.-5, when he obtained his letters of 
secularization, which were not completed until 1839 ? 
It was alleged, in the seventh charge, that Dr. Achilli debauched 
Rosa, di Allessandris, and in September, 1833, was found guilty by 
the bishop of Viterbo. In the twelfth charge, this is alleged to ha\-c 
been committed in the sacristy of the church of S1. Gradi, Yiterbo; 
and in the twentieth charge he is alleged to have givcn fifty scudi 
to the father of Rosa di Allessandris, as hush-money. Now, no 
evidence ha
 been given on this suhject for the defendant; but Dr. 
Achilli has stated that he had a relation, a nun, of that name,- 
that her fathcr died when he was a child,-that he hat! never had such 
an accusation brought against him, and that the whole was untrue. 
It has been said that the pa.pers of the police-court in Viterbo have 
house of a Gentili, when it turned out she was a Gentili, and went by that name, 
though she had married a gentleman who had left her a widow. Therefore the 
very acts he would not speak to, may have been the very acts alluded to in the 
plea, with some trivial or nominal mistakes. 
x Sir A. Cockburn had mentioned a mistake in the date! 
Y Probably the reader will think, referring to the note upon Achilli's book, 
that he rather acted upon that principle; for, as Sir A. Cockburn justly 
remarked, there is this difference between his charges and Dr. Newman's ,-that 
the former were so vague and general, that they could not be grappled with, and 
at the same time so sweeping that they involved whole bodies and classes; 
while the latter were distinct and specific, and pointed at a particular person, 
who had every possible facility for meeting them. 
z One of them declined to answer any questions as to his previous conduct, 
even the time of his alleged conversion! and the other was a poor refugee, private 
secretary to Father Gavazzi. 
· Achilli himself discloses that during the whole time he had heen the sub. 
ject of repeated remonstran('{'s, representations, and re}lorts, and his history is 
one series of removals. 

 2 
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been burnt during the revolution; but this was not a police case. b 
Then I come to the eighth charge, in which it is alleged that, in 
July, 1834, Dr. Achilli debauched another woman, whose name is 
unknown; but who, nevertheless, it is said, "was chaste and un- 
married:' C (Laugbter.) But the jury ha\'e it in evidence that the 
greater part of that year he was on a tour of visitation, with time 
and place given, and means of contradiction, which, had proof been 
attempted, would have been incontrovertible. d Then there was 
the ninth charge, which sets forth that, in 1835, Dr. Achilli had 
debauched Vincenza Guerra, at Viterbo. Now, in 1835, Dr. Achilli 
never was in Viterbo, but preached the Lent sermon that year. 
The patent of his appointment has been produced, dated 21st April, 
] 835, with a patent to confess persons in Capua; and he exercised 
that office in that year. It is said that he was convicted of these 
things before the Inquisition, whereas the fact is that he was never 
within many miles of the place. e The thirteenth charge is, that 
in 1841, at Rome, Naples, and 
ralta, Dr. Achilli spoke against 
the Eudmrist and chastity, and by this corrupted various persons. 
N ow this shows how these charges have been fabricated, for here 
some persons, who it is said had been debauched in 1831, appear 
as again led astray by the preaching and teaching of Dr. Achilli in 
1841. f The twenty-first charge sets forth that, by an official 
clocument in the archives of the police-court at Karles, Dr. Achilli 
was convicted of habitual incontinence. In support of this charge, 
my learned friends produced a document, procureù from the mini::;tel' 
of ecclesiastical affairs at Naples. Gentlemen, we have recently 
had a little revelation as to the character and credit of tho 
Neapolitan police; and it was necessary, if they proposed to give 
one of its reports in eviùence, to go to the foumain head, or satisfy 
ns that the ecclesiastical department was the proper depository for 
documents of that description. A Roman Catholic solicitor, of 
great respectability, who was sent abroad for the purpose, was 
unable to give any information as to its authenticity, though he 


b How so? The Principe case came before the police. Then why did he ex- 
clude the document, if it could have nothing to do with the charge ? 
C A sorry jest upon the formality of the plea, which the prosecutor's lawyers 
bad stickled for with the utmost strictness. 
d This tells against Achilli, for if he were absent from Viterbo at the time at 
"hich the charge is laid, lie could have proved the fact. 
e Lent does not commence till about March; and he might have been back 
after Easter. 
f A repetition of the wretched jest upon the necessary formalities of the plead- 
ings. The time was not material; aud as to the substance, it was sworn by 
several witnesses tbat Acbilli had told them" it was no sin." Sir Frederick of 
course did not mention this. He shrunk from the evidence, and contented him- 
self with sarcasms and sneers. 
g What a monstrous misrepresentation! He gave full information about it. 
'VLere should a report about ecclesiastics be but in the Ecclesiastical Depart- 
ment ? 'Who cver heard of reports from the police being found at the Department 
of Police ? 
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had the means of doing so, as he had resorted to the police aut1lO- 
rities; and so the document was excJuded upon an objection I felt 
it my duty to take. 1\[.1 learned friend said, on one occasion, 
" "That! do you shrink from the truth? Are you afraid of an 
investigation ?"-an ob:5ervation intenlled to create prejudice in 
your minds. I know the case will not be decided 011 such grouIllls ; 
but I have felt it my duty to confine the investigation strictly to 
the charges which Dr. Achilli came here to meet. h 
These, gentlemen, are the matters upon which no evidence has 
Leen adduced, and upon which Dr. :K ewman must necessarily be 
found guilty. And now I will proceed, step by step, to the other 
heads of accusation against Dr. AchiIli; and I shall be able to 
satisfy you that there is no ground for any of them. 
Gentlemen, the first of these charges is, that Dr. Achilli has 
been an infidel. Now it will hardly be asserted on the other side 
that any peculiar meaning for the occasion is to be given to this 
expression. Everybody understands, by tho term "infidel," one 
who denies the inspiration of the Scriptures, and th
 Divine origin 
of the Christian religion. Gentlemen, Dr. Achilli has never been 
an infidel in that sense of the word. It is alleged that he preached 
against the Eucharist and absolution. If it be mcant that, be-cause 
Ur. Achilli did not believe in transubstantiation or auricular con- 
fession, that he is therefore an infidel, I say,-without the least 
levity, but with a strong feeling,-I hope the number of such infidels 
will daily increase! Gentlemen, with all the tremLling anxiety 
suited to such sacred subjects, I make only those remarks which are 
necessary to show that the charge is not substantit-Lted. Dr. Achilli 
is next charged with being a hypocrite under a cowl; and you 
have heard some eloqueut pas:5ages from his book to support thi
 
accusation. I will read another passage from it, in which he says, i 
"I already disbelieved in the virtue of the cross; take away 
the doctrine of transubstantiation, and the lllass is nothing but a 
Jie,-a solemn imposture." Then he goes on: "From this time, 
in saying mass, I had ceased to believe in what I did. I was like 
Luther, and many others, who no longer believed in the mass,- 
who had rejected its doctrines and refuted its crrors,-hut still con- 
tinued to celebrate it. '* -it '* 
\lthough I myself no longer 
adored '* '* * yet there never failed to be some who aelored, 
belim"ing; and therefore I could not help looking upon myself al:J 
the agent of idolatry:' And upon this it is said that he was a 


b Exactly so; he first pins Dr. Newman down to technical strictness of plead- 
ing, and then to technical s:rictness of proof. And this is called" clearing his 
character ! " 
i .. While advocating and teaching with great zeal the Romish doctrine." 
AchilJi's own words (which his counsel took care not to read), just before the 
passage cited. And directly afterwards the unhappy man says, the more he 
ød\'anced in spiritual light, the more he was averse to the hypocrisy of the priests! 
They were hypocritps for doing what they believed in; he is " averse to hypo- 
crisy," doing what he did not believe in ! 
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!lypocrite; because for ten years hc practised what he believed an 
JJnposture, and was the agent of what he considered idolatry. 
Gentlemen, here you have the description of a strong minll 
struggling with doubts! You have an example of the course 
which is followed on all occasions) It is difficult for a man to 
tear himself from his ancient faith. k There are so many asso- 
ciations intimately interwoven with it, that it is almost impossible 
for a person all at once to disengage himself from it. A reference 
is made to Luther,-you all remember how he struggled with 
himself till his strong mind was bowed down with exhaustion; 
and it was only by de
rees he advanced to the position he after- 
wards assumed. So with the great Reformers of our own Church. 
From year to year they progressed to conversion) And does 
anybody believe that because Luther remained in the Church 
in which he had been born and bred, until his thoughts had 
).ipened into conviction, and the full light of trutb poured upon his 
mind, Luther would properly be characterized as a hypocrite?m 
Hut, gentlemen, who is the person from whom these chargcs pro- 
ceed? From Dr. Newman! Was he suddenly converted? Did 
no doubts intrude into his mind while he was a member of our 
Protestant Church! Did conviction flash at once upon his soul? 
Did be lie down at night a satisfied and contented Protcstant-dis- 
believing in transubstantiation, confession, and absolution-and rise 
up in the morning a full blown Romanist?n Strange that such an 


j Even Lord Campbell shook his head at tbis, and evidently was disgusted; 
yet so resolved was he not to say a single word against Achilli, that in his charge 
he vents his disgust, not at him, but at the Tractarian clergy! 
k But he had .. torn himself from his faith," being per;maded it was an 
imposture. The only thing he had not tom himself from was his professorships, 
and so fortI). 
I It will be seen, Sir Frederic argues all along on the Protestant theory, that 
faith is obtained by reason; but St, Augustine wrote an essay on the" Advan- 
tage of believing," in which he shows that conviction dot's not necessarily involve 
it; and a greater than Augustine (though he is quoted in the homilies of tbe 
Church of England), teaches, that .. faith is the believing of what is not seen; 
i. e., neither by mind nor sense: in conformity with which the Catholic doctrllle 
is, that faith is infused in baptism, and is only lost by sin, and accordingly 
the sublime baptismal service commences," Quod petis ecclesiæ Dei ?"-to 
which the answer is "Fides." On this theory, no one baptized and bred in the 
Catholic faith would ever lose it except through falling- into sin. The reader is 
invited to scrutinize the history of all converts to Protestantism irom Luther to 
AchiHi, to satisfy himself on this point. 
m Those who have read even such a life of Luther as Michelet's, will pro- 
bably think him rather chargeable with brutality than hypocri
y; and those who 
have rt'ad such a history of the Reformation as Maitland's, may perhaps think 
our Reformers chargeable with both. Luther was expelled from the Chur(.h before 
he disbelieved in the mass, but he believed in it long after\\ards; and so with 
the English Reformers; and if they are char
t'able with hypoeri!'y, it \\8S rather 
in professing to rt'ject doctrines they really bdie\-ed thun in pretending to believe 
doctrines they rejected. 
n The fallacy is fl<lgrant of comparing the cabes. The ont' was the clI
e of" 
man who bat1lost his fdith for ten years, the other tbe Cdse of a man by degrees 
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argument should proceed from such a course. If this is to be the 
hypocrisy which is attributed to Dr. Achilli, he shares it in common 
with the ornaments of our faith, our church, and our religion; and 
he is contented to suffer the imputation, more especially in conse- 
quence of the quarter from which it comes! 
Gentlemen, I now come to the rase of Elen:1 Valente. My 
learned friend anticipated that I should offer some observ-ations 
about Italian witnesses. I think that there has been some intim:L- 
tion of the interest felt in Roman Catholic countries in this inquiry. 
It il:i clear that great facilities hav-e been given to persons seeking 
eviùence, aud that a Roman C:Ltholic solicitor of great respectability 
was in communication with a per::;onage high in the Romish Church, 
whuse name he wished to communicate privately to his lordship. 
\Yhy this mystery in respect of matters to be made the subject of :t 
judicial inquiry? Did .l\Ir. Harting think it was at all wrong in 
going abroad to !)rocure evidence? \\Thy, then, this anxiety to 
conceal the name of this individual? "T as he afraid that it was 
coming tou near the precincts of the Vatican, 0 and that a suspicion 
might arise tlIat in the highest quarters in the Romish Church so 
great an interest was taken in this contest? upon which must de- 
pend whether Dr. Achilli is to continue a formiclable antagonist, or 
be crushed? Gentlemen, I think it is due to the interests of justice 
and truth to remind you of this circumstance, and tu beg you for 
yourselves to consider, whether it is capable of any s:Ltisfactory 
explanation, consistently with a desire that only the truth should be 
arrived at. Again, we have the fact that Elena Yalente has heen 
sent over to this country for the glory of God and the honour of 
holy mother Church. N or is this all. She next says she concealed 
the fact for twenty years from all but her confessor; yet her 
curate, who could have known nothing of the matter,P is found 
advising her to come over, for the glory of God, and the good of 
the Church! Gentlemen, in jutlging between the witnesses, let me 
remind you of some circumstances as to their credit. 'Vhere do 
they come from? They are Italians, who return to their nati'"e 
country when their work is done, uninfluenced by public o}Jillion, 
and likely, even if they ha'"e failed in the truth, for the honuur of 
the Church and the glory of God, to obtain from their tender- 
hearted confessors a very easy absolution. q Dr. Achilli, on the 
acquiring conviction. And who says that Dr. Newman remained in the Church 
of En
land after he had acquired that conviction? 
o This is the deliberate suggestion of a complicity in conspiracy, pt'rjury, and 
forgery, on the part of the Holy See. If this be not the meaning of the insinua- 
tion, it meant nothing; but the tone, and emphasis, and countenance of the 
speaker sufficiently showed there was a meaning, and a most malignant 
meaning. 
P This is a most monstrous perversion of the evidence: the witness stated that 
Achilli had mentioned it to one of his friend
, and that messages went from him 
to the girl. 
'I Sir Fredt'rick found fine scope for his sneering here; and no one can con- 
ceive the contemptuous expre:Òbion of his fOal Caslll, But be forgot his client. 



184 


REl'ORT OF THE TRIAL. 


other hand, is a preacher of the Gospel here,r is bound to Engbn,l, 
as shut out from Uoman Catholic countries, and is exposed to aU 
the consequences of perjury. But how do these witnesses come 
IlCre ? Valente and the Principes have been living together; they have 
compared notes; and now let me refer to a curious coincidence in 
the evidence which they gave. The offence as to Rosa di Alessan- 
dris is charged to have been committed in the sacristy; and as to 
the girl Principe is said to have occurred on Good Friday. In the 
plea of justification no allusion is made to the offence as to Valente 
or Principe, that it took place in the sacristy; but when the two 
witnesses came here they both said SO.8 Gentlemen, this leads mo 
to remark on the course, in my opinion, very unfair, which my 
learned friend adopted in the cross-examination of Dr. .Achilli. 
Gentlemen, Dr. Achilli came into court to meet the specific charges 
against him; t he was ready to answer on each charge, but was 
pressed whether he had not been incontinent with other women. 
Dr. Achilli availed himself of the l}rivilege of the law; but is a 
lDan to be denied the justice which the law allows him because at 
any U period of life he Illay have forgotten those rules of morality 
which are obligatory on us all? If such a question were put to 
the wisest and best among us, we should find it very difficult to 
answer in the affirmative, with truth, and according to conscience. 
I know of no distinction between persons in holy orders and lay- 
men in this respect; nor between the vow made by a monk or 
priest, and that which is made for us all at our baptism, and which 
binds all to chastity. And is Dr. Achilli to be prejudiced because 
he refused to say if at any time he had broken this obligation? 
On the contrary, I say that it tends to his credit as a witnesl:i. If 
Dr. Achilli had come determined to deny everything, what pre- 
vented his contrad.icting that he had ever sinned? How could his 
credit have been impeache
 except from our knowledge of human 
nature, and our knowledge of the operation of that law of celibacy, 
which prevailed in the Roman Church? I ask you, therefore, 


'''hat evidence is there in the case of" tender-hearted confessors," and" easy 
absolution," except as to him? Other confessors are shown to have given good 
advice, to abstain from sin and avoid the occasions of it-the notorious con- 
dition of absolution-as Sir Frederick can scarcely fail to know. 'Vhat shadow 
of evidence, what semblance of pretence was there for this coarse and calumnious 
imputation, except as to his own client, who, it was sworn repeatedly, said it 
was no sin, and asked one of the girls to .. confess to him !" 
r He himself stated that he had ceased to be so two weeks before the trial, at 
least where he had been for a year or two. Another of his numerous removals. 
Surely the whole argument applies rather to him than them. For the last twelve 
years he has been ambulatory, whereas they have lived ir. the same place all their 
lives. And pray are they not punishable for perjury in their own country? 
· Queer reasoning this! that anything not stated by the pleader is not to be 
believed, 
t Exactly so; in other words, only to put Dr. Newman to technical accuracy 
of proof on prt'cise specification. 
U The questions were as to every reriod. 
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whether the withholding of that denial does not add to the credit 
of Dr. Achilli's testimony in other respects? Gentlemen, I now 
turn to the evidence of Elena Valente. How is she confirmed? 
She gave no dates. [l\Ir. Badelc!I.-Dates are not material.] l\ly 
le:lA.'ned friend says dates are not material, and he is technically 
right but morally wrong! Y I ask then, again, how is she confirmed? 
Stress has been laid on a contradiction or equivocation in the evi- 
dence of Dr. Achilli, who at fir:,;t stated that he had not visited at 
the time in the house of a Gentili, and afterwards admitted that he 
had then at that time visited a lady whose maiden name was GentiJi, 
but who had been married and was a widow. But Elena Valente 
said two brother:,; of the husbaud (Christopholi) were there; and if 
ladies in Italy retain their surnames on marriage, the rule does not, 
I suppose, apply to gentlemen, or they would be Christopholi, and 
not Gentili. Therefore, the argument falls to tbe ground. W But, 
obst'rve, twenty years after the events they go to hunt up evidence; 
they make inquiries; they find the name of a Gentili, and never 
hear of the other name of Christopholi. Elena Valente, on the 
uther hand, would know nothing of the lady's maiden name of Gentili, 
but only the married name of Christopholi, and thus it is clear 
the persons who were at work to procure the evidence, were led 
into a mistake, in consequence of there once having been a lady 
named GentiJi, who was afterwards a Christopholi, of which they 
were not aware. 'Vell, gentlemen, twenty years afterwards, 
this accusation is brought a.gainst Dr. Achilli. At that time he 
was publicly lecturing and preaching, no one breathing anything 
against his character;X and, twenty years afterwards, in the streets 
of London, there is heard a voice calling him to account for this 
act, alleged to have been committed so long ago, no person having 
heard of it in the mean time, except the confessor, who is dead,-not 
even her mother !Y- Y cs, I am mistaken, there was a remarkable 
fact stated by the witness, that on one occasion a person came to her 
and told her that Achilli had mentioned it to him, and she supposed 
he had told her this for the purpose of inclucing her to commit 
the sin with this person, his friend! and yet Dr. AchiUi is supposed 
to have preserved his reputation in the Church, and passed from one 
office to another! Z Gentlemen, Dr. Achilli solemnly denies ever 


.. Here is an instance of professional audacity. The reader will think Mr. 
Badeley "morally right," in thinking the substance of a charge alone is in 
question. 
.... \Vhy? The whole of this part of the Attorney General's argument was, 
and at the trial, and is to me still, perfectly unintelligible. 
:Ie In his book (which is in evidf'nce), he states that the general of the order 
refused to allow him to remain at Viterbo, and ordered him to renounce his pro- 
fessorship, and repair to Rome,-that there were then "evil" reports against 
him, and that he was forced to leave Viterbo. 
1 A woman seduced, and wishing to continue in sin, would naturally keep it 
secret, and she says she gave up confession after the second ctlmmission. 

 \Vho sUI'poses that? The evidence shows just the reverse. (See note above.) 
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having seen her, and it is for you to say whether you believe her 
statement under these incredible circumstances. Here is the whole 
case at Vitel'bo, though fh-e arc charged; that of Yalcnte and four 
others, those of Uosa <Ii Ale::;sandris and Vincenza di Guerra.; and 
two strangers, as to whom no proof is offered. a 
The next witness is Principe, and to her the same remarks apply 
as to Yalente. b The crime here is charged to have been committed 
on Good Friday; and thongh it happened in 1840 this might have 
enabled Dr. Achilli to fix on the clay, and state where he was during 
the whole of it. But she states it to have occurred in November or 
Vccember. Al:.ra.in, she states her age to have heen ahout fifteen, 
and she was twenty-five years old when her clanghter was born, 
but her mother says her own age is fifty-niue, which makes her tu 
Lave been born in 1793; and so the daughter must have been born 
in 1818, and therefore twenty-two years olcl iu 1840, and not fifteen. c 
There is another circumstance, also, to which I must call your aUt'U- 
tion: the girl, in her fir::;t examination, only spoko of one occasion. 
:i'Iy learned friend, the Solicitor General, in his cross-examination, 
confined himself to that; but on re-examination, the next morning, 
she stated that it ha(l happened on several occasions; no doubt her 
memory had been refreshed hy sleep! d 'Vllat confirmation is there 
of her story? e Is it not incredible? These are the two Italian 


Valente says, she is forty years old: then she was born in 1812. She says this 
happened when she was eighteen years of age: then it would be about 1830. 
Now, in 1833 he states in his book (which is evidence), that he was forced to 
leave Viterbo; and that there were" evil reports" against him. And fmm that 
time forward, if he passed from one office to another, he passed from one place to 
another. In 183;) he got leave to secularize, and in 1839 he left the order. In 
1840 the affair of Principe is stdted to have occurred, and in 1841 he is perpe- 
tually deprived of the prif'sthood. 
a This is not true. The judgment states his confession of crime, with many 
women at Viterbo, and he on oath did not deny it. Now, "hat do names matter 
in a proceeding to clear cbaracter? The reader will remark the monstrous and 
repeated misrepresentations of the evidence by the Attorney General. 
b Namely, that she is not to be believed,-first, because an Italian; secondly, 
because she is a Catholic; thirdly, because Achilli contradicts her. 
e An old woman of sixty yt'ars of age, examined in a foreign country, through 
an intrepreter, makes, or is imagined to have made, in the hands of the mObt 
crafty and subtle cross-examiner of tbe day, a slip in recollection as to her exact 
age at the time of her marriage, a quarter of a century ago; therefore she has 
committed perjury! And after all there is Dot even a slip. Tht' poor woman said 
she could not recollect well how old she was at her marriage; and her error 
is the substratum of the argument-more ingenious than ingenuous. 
d Why, the girl was only asked on the first occasion, on her first examination. 
"That would have been said or her if she had volunteered half-a-dozen others? 
e L The evidence of her mother. 2. The fact that they were betore the 
police about it. 3. TI1f' fact that Achilli appears never to have claimed to be 
confronted with her at that time. 4. The fact that they were not }1Unished for 
makinl;' a false charge. 5. The fact (!'hown in Achilli's evidence) that he soon 
after found it convenient to leave Naples, and is immediat..ty after that im- 
prisoned. 6. The judl;'ment uf the Inquisition in IS42, reciting this very ofl'clU'c. 
The rf'adt'r "-ill rt:mark how Achilli's counsel shrank from the greatest portion of 
the evidence. 
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cases; and 1 submit, gentlemen, that these two cases are disposed 
of! 
Proceeding to Corfu, I now come to charge 14, in which it is 
asserted that Dr. AchiUi committed adultery with the wives of Gam- 
moni and Coriboni. Now anything short of the entire proof of these 
charges is entire failure of evidence, and I contend that that ha.'ì 
been the case. No witnesses are brought by Dr. Achilli from Italy, 
for obvious reasons, but there are some from Corfu. Gammoni was 
brought over by the defendant, but afterwards Captain Lawrence 
c.tme over; he was well known to Garamoni, and Garamoni was 
well known to Captain Lawrence; and as soon as the latter arrived 
in this country the former left, and could not he prevailed on to 
return. (Laughter.) f Coriboni and his wife have left the islaml, and 
could not be traced. 
In the case of Gammoni the defendant called two witnesse
, 
Patriniani and Russo; but the value of their evidence may be 
tested by these two facts, that Russo had not seen Dr. Achilli before 
the night in question, and Patrianini only knew him by his" stature"! 
Then there is the documentary evidence as to the proceedings before 
the court, which were, however, compromised. 'Vhat does the 
evidence in this case amount to f That Dr. Achilli is passing. and 
the wife calls him to ask him a question! On such evidcnce you 
are asked tu convict Dr. _\chilli of adultery with her! Gentlemen, 
I am sure you wiU not find him guilty on such slender grounds! 
N ext as to the case of the wife of Coriboni. It is said she was a 
chorus singer, and a person of bad repute, and that Dr. Achilli 
ought to have known it, as all Corfu did, and then it is imputed to 
him that he couM only have engagetl them from a had motive. Y ct 
it appears that Dr. 
\.chilli lived in rcpute, and, a.'5 he says, he would 
}lave lost his chamcter if this were known. g The charge rests chicfly 
on the testimony of 1\Ir. Reynolds, who has been connectcd with 
the getting up of the defence. It is for you to say whether you 
believe his 
tatements as to the cO[Hll1ct of Dr. Achilli, which, if 
they be true, must have shown unblushing effrontery in acting tl1118 
at an open window?h You wiU recullect that the honse of Dr. 
Achilli was higher than 1\1 r. Reynoltls', amI the di
ta.nce was not 
above tweuty feet between the two windows; and further, the room 
in which all this is alleged to have so openly occurred was the room 
in which Coriboni's wife was at her work, and where her husban,l 
wou1<1 naturally come if he wanted to see her. There is anuther 
circumstance .tlso: the young woman stated that her jalousy LlilHls 
were down to keep the sun out-and the sun would strike from 


r Let the reader refer to Garamoni's affidavit (ante, Introduction), and he will 
appreciate the policy of the prosecntion, and the candour of the advocate. 
g He did not remain long at Corfu; and he states in his own hook (whi,"h is 
part of the evidence against him), that he was in buch .. repute," that the vl'ry 
}1opulace followed him abuut the 
treets. 
It Fwm which, however, Achilli s\\ore he believed he could not be seen. 
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ahove-so that the jalousies woulJ be so pulled that no one could look 
through them upwards,-which they must have done to see what 
was passing in the room in Dr. Achilli's house. i I do not impute 
pe:t:iury to that young woman, but she may have seen the familiarities, 
and l\Ir. Reynolds may have tolJ her it was Dr. Achilli.j \Vith 
reference to the testimony of Mr. Reynolds, Dr. Achilli state(l dis- 
tinctly that it was only after he had remonstrated with him for 
drunkenness that 1\1r. Reynolds remonst.rated, and then not about 
these familiarities, nor about the Coribonis officiating in the chapel. 
,Mr. Reynolds says this caused scandal; if so, should any of the con- 
gregation have been ignorant of the fact, and should we not have had 
some of them here? Dr. Achilli states distinctly that be never 
walked out with her, and if this were untrue he coulJ be contra- 
dicted by some of the persons who must have seen him. .At the 

ame time he admits that when he met her near the house he may 
have walked home with her. If he had been seen walking with her, 
however (he added), his congregation would have left him, yet he 
states that the congregation had increased when he left the place. k 
And then, gentlemen, he went to the Protestant college of Malta: 
and I ask you, if he had been living in so profligate and scandalous 
a manner at Zante amI Corfu, the infamy of it would not have 
travelled to 1\Ialta?1 And if it were known in Malta, would the 
committee of the Protestant college have engaged him? m Surely this 
alone is an answer to all that 1\11'. ReynolUs states with respect to 
what occurred at Zante or Corfu. 
\Vell, gentlemen, Dr. Achilli is now come to :!\Ialta, professor of 
the Protestant college; and the plea of justification asserts that he 
was dismissell, not only for hindering an investigation concerning 
charges of immorality against others, but also on account of being 
implic:J.ted in these charges, and on account of the former offences 
charged against himself. Now, ai5 respects the immorality charged 
against Leonini and Saccare;:;, Dr. Achilli says he was in London a.t 
the time; and a conversation with Dr. Don:wia is relieJ upon, in 
which Dr. Achilli is representeJ to have said that the witness was 


i And could not the jalousies be turned upwards? This argument, ingenious 
but frivolous, shows how hard pressed Achilli's counsel were for topics to speak 
upon. 
j And would not this be perjury? To swear positively she saw n person 
whom she did not see? 'Vould seeing some man be seeinf; Achilli ? The absurdity 
of the argument shows how hard up the Attorney General was for some way 
of getting rid of her evidence, and how he shrunk from imputing perjury to her. 
k Contradicted by two respectable witnesses, one saying the matter made a 
great stir, and the other that the congregation declined. 
J It would take some little time to follow him there; but when he is there, it 
is in evidence (in his book), that the papers exhorted the people to pelt him witb 
offensive missiles, and that he was stigmatized as an impostor and a hypocritt>. 
m They of course did not know it at the time they engaged him; but did they 
at the time they dismi!'sed him? And how long was that afterward
? A few 
months. \\lmt was it for? In his own affidavit (Introduction, ante) he dis- 
doses that thry had heard unplea
ant stories of his past life. 
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too scrupulous about such things, and would do worse if he were a 
bachelor; but Dr. Achilli Ba.id he did not believe the charges; and 
is it because in an angry conversation he says such words he is to 
be presumed guilty of them himself? And in common justice, tho 
authorities of the coUeg-e must be presumell to have given the true 
reasons of his dismissal in their minutes and resolutions on the 
su
jcct. 
Lord CAl\IPDELL.-It was on your objection I held that they 
could not be asked as to reasons not mentioned in those resolutions, 
or commnnicated to Dr. Achilli, bnt I now think that they might. 
be asked that question, and I beg that Lord Shaftesbury may be 
sent for. 
The Earl of Shaftesòury recalled and re-examined by Sir A. Coclc- 
burn.-\Vhat were the reasons for which Dr. Achilli was dismissed 
from the college at "Malta 1 Lord CA1IIP DELL.- \Vere they ever dis- 
cussed by the committee? Yes. \Vere they discussed? Yes. And 
communicated to Dr. Achilli? Oh yes. By letter? Yes. The Attor- 
ney Gelleral.-lIave you the letter? Not with me; all the documents 
were in Court yesterday. Sir A. Cockburn.-They shall be sent /01'. 
The Attornc,lJ General.-l must have the letter, my lord. Sir A. Cock- 
burn.-I will ask this question, then,-what were the matters discussed 
before the committee as the grounds of his dismissal? Certain charges 
were made against certain priests, and we charged Dr. Achilli to make 
an investigation. Lord CA
IPDELL.- \Ve have had all this before. 
Lord Shaftesburj'.-
Iy lord, I am not conversant with courts uf justice, 
and can onl)' answer the questions which are put to me; and if I am to 
be interrupted every moment I do not know how I can give evidence at 
all. This inquiry being pending, we received information that the 
principal witness, Saccares, is removed; and that the bishop of Gibraltar, 
as visitor of the college, declined to go on with the investigation. Lord 
CA
IPBELL.- \Vhat we desire is, the other reasons, besides those ,reduced 
in writing, and communicated to Dr. Achilli. Sir A. Coc!.:burn.-\Vere 
there any other reasons besides the fact of Dr. Achilli having sent away 
Saccal'es? Am I to be confined to facts or opinions? Lord CA
IPBEI.L. 
-To facts. Sir A. Cockbztrn.- \Vhatever was discussed before the 
committee, and which in the general opinion of the committee operat.ed 
to induce his dismissal. The Attorney Geneml.-I cannot acquiesce in 
that. Lord CA)IPBELL.-There is an allegation in the plea that there 
were other reasons which the committee could not get themselves to 
describe; other reasons besides those expressed ill the resolutions. 
That is the question before us. Lord Shaftesbury.-The reasons that 
governed the committee were these. \Ve felt that if the whole matter 
were to become puhlic, so great a scandal would be brought upon the 
college, that we felt that for the sake of the institution itself,-for the 
sake of morality, and for the credit of the Protestant religion,-there 
was nothing left for us but to break up the concern, get rid of the whole 
transaction, and wash our hands of so foul a business. Sir A. Coclc- 
burn.- \V ere these specific charges brought under the consideration of 
the committee? I am speaking of general reasons, not of charges 
officially made before the committee. 
The Attorney General continued his reply.-Gentlemen, I am 
glad this additional evidence has been given, for so far from csta- 



190 


REPORT OF TIlE TRIAL. 


I.lishing tho truth of the plea, it has utterly failed, and the matter 
is set at rest, I ho})e, for ever. n ' 
Gentlemen, I now pass to the sixteenth charge, respecting the 
English girls. j,'our servants in succession are mentioned (as well 
as another person of whom we have had no evidence), and in no 
one instance was any complaint made to Dr. Achilli or his wife! 
Upon this subject, I would observe, that the legislature have of 
late years taken into con
ideration the facility with which cases 
could be brought forward, and passed an Act requiring corroborative 
proof in support of the statement of the woman in cases of at- 
tempted affiliation. This, I think, is entitled to your serious con- 
siJeration, in weighing the credit to be given to these witnesses. 
One of them admits 
he was accused by 1\1rs. Achilli of being dirty, 
which is a serious thing, you know, with a servant. In the case of 
Jane Legge, tllOugll expenses ha,d been incurred, no application ap- 
pears to have been made to Dr. Achilli on account of it; amI if he 
were implicated, why should her sister, Mrs. Logan, be so angry at 
the idea of being summoned to give evidence against him 1 You 
need not be reminded of the character of Jane Legge, and the same 
remark applies to Sarah 'V ood. This witness says Dr. Achilli 
g:we her a religious book. "Thy was it not produced 1 0 It would 
have been at least a confirmation to her story.P Then, as to the 
case of Catherine Gorman, no indecency is alleged; aud if it hall 
occurred, is it likely that if she hall made charge against him he 
would have continued at the lodging-house 1 It is clear on what 
principle these charges haye been got up. "Get the servants of 
every house he has been in! If Catholics, all the better!" q Such 
are the sort of cases brought forward against Dr. AchilJi. Gentle- 
men, you have seen 1\[rs. AchiUi; and after seeing her, and looking 
on these girls, for instance, Sarah Wood, I ask you, in your own 
judgment and experience of mankind, whether the mere comparison 
does not discredit their stories! 
And, now, gentlemen, we come to the extraordinary document 


n A fine !lpecimen of forensic audacity of assertion. The earl had ju!'t stated 
that which distinctly proved the plea, viz., that there were matters the disclosing 
of which would cause such scandal, that in order to avoid it, they not only dis- 
missed Achilli but destroyed the whole concern. 
o Suppose Achilli had sworn he never saw it ? 
p How so? Even supposing him to have admitted it, what would the gift of 
such a book show? It was otherwise with the girl Principe, for he swore he 
never saw her; and the paper she produced had his writing on it; and he ad. 
mitted be entered names of the members in the book sometimes. There the 
thing formed a link in a chain of evidence, to which Achilli's counsel took care 
not to advert. It cannot fail to be observed how the Attorney General avoided 
the most material points, and dwelt diffusely on the most frivolous. 
q This infamous insinuation, that Catholics are to be assumed to be capable 
of perjury, only deprived of its effect, not of its atrocity, by the fact that Sir 
Frederic imputed perjury to everyone who swore against his client. Charges 
so re('kless and unscrupulous are of I'ourse contemptible, and rec'oil on the per- 
son capable of making them. 
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from the Holy lnquisition. r You will observe tlu
t the defendant 
relies on that document for proof of several of his charges, of 
which there has been no oral evidence, but which, he says, prove.} 
upon the confession to be fonnd in this document. I quite agree in 
the propriety of the course his lordship has adopted of admitting 
this document, as he expressed it, raleat quantum. His lord
hip 
heM that as there was an allegation in the plea, that Dr. Achilli 
was found guilty by the Court of Inquisition, anJ certain 
punishment awarJed, in support of that allegation, the document 
professing to come from the Court of Inquisition, was evillence to 
show that there was such a judgment; but, observe, not e\"iJence to 
estahlish any of the facts contained in the juJ
ment. S And here I 
must call yonr attention to the terms of this extraordina,ry document. 
It is the first time that a judgment of the Court of Inquisition has 
been pruduceJ in evidence in an English court of justice, and I 
hope it will he the last! I think probably it will be, after the fate 
which awaits this juJgment, now before us. t You will see that in 
1 
51 .l\Ir. Harting went to Rome, aud there is put in conUllllllica- 
tion with certain authorities there. K ow mark, there could be no 
harm in getting a judgment of the Court of Inqui:;ition. There is 
nuthing discreditable in it; but, somehow or other, 1\[r. Harting 
was unwilling publicly to announce the name of the inùi\"iùual who 
f'xertcù himself to get a copy of the judgment; anJ now it t11l"nell out 
that it waS .i\IonÚgnorc Talbot, private secretary of the pope. U 
Awl I suppose he thought the interference of l\Ionsignorc Talbot was 
a matter which woultl not bea,r the light, that it was something 
which would turn to the prcjuùice of the defenJant's ca.se-or other- 
wise he woultl at once have communicated, without any hesitation. 
the name of the indiviJllal. v He goes, throu
h the instrumentality 
of .i\Ionsignore Talbot, to the office of the Inquisition, where he 
ohtains the docnment. How does he obtain it? Let us see how 
these matters are" authenticated," and the credit we may attach to 
their "authentication."w And observe, so secret are their procet'ding
. 
that even a gentleman who is now a bishop of the Church, going to 
the office for papers, was not allowed to euter, but .was kept at the 
door-the clerk, or notary, or other official person, coming out to 
deliver to him the papers. x There has been, therefore, no examina- 
r The Attorney General reserved this, as a bonTle bouche for the jury, to the 
last, and gave it them just after exciting their disgust about poor Sarah \" ood. 
There was certainly consummate art in his address. 
· Did it not prove the whole of the judgment? If so, the conCession it recited 
was proved too, for it was part of the judgment.-See Notes to the judgment. 
t In an ordinary case a counsel would not dare so to assume the decision ot 
the jury. This is one of the many symptoms of the" foregone conclusion." 
U \Yhat evidence was there of that? And if it were fiO, what shadow of 
reason would it give for so foul an insinuation as fo))ows ? 
v This is truly ridiculous. There may be private reasons for not mentioning 
names, and Achilli himself had declined to do so. 
W Sir Frederic found full scope for his sneering here. 
:I: To prevent scandal transpiring from disclosure of any of the charges. 
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tion of the copy with the original, Y and no opportunity of in ,-estig-a- 
tion as to whether any original exists at all. 
 'Ve are left entirely 
to uncertainty or conjecture. The notary, I suppose, delivered out 
to l\Ir. Harting the paper in question; and whether that paper be 
the representati,re of any other which previously existed, or whether 
it were then created for the first time,8 we are wholly unable to 
suggest. b N ow you will remember that Dr. Achilli says, though 
he may possibly have thrown himself upon the mercy of the Court, 
he never was charged with the offences set forth in the judgment, 
but the accusation was confined to heresy; whereas this document 
states, that he having been examined by judicial functionaries, con- 
fessed himself guilty of immorality. You will observe that this 
document was obtained in September, 1851, and the pleas were 
filed in February this year; so that first this docllment is pro- 
cured, in which this is inserted, which is to be used as the confession 
of Dr. Achilli; then in this document are found the differeut 
charges contained in the pleas; and then, lastly, tlle proof of the 
pleas is referred back to the judgment! c Aud observe, the jllligment 
states that he is "to be imprisoned in one of the houses of his order," 
though, in 1839, he had completed his secularization, and was a monk 
of no order at all. That, no Joubt, is not conclusive, but it surely 
is a circumstance worthy of consideration in connection with the 
other facts which are stated in the judgment, and with the reliance 
which we can place upon those facts. His lordship has s3.id that this 
document is not evidence of the facts it sets forth, and mther inti- 
mated that if he had more narrowly cxamined it, lle might not have 
admitted it at all. 
Lord C A:\IPBELL.- I said it was evidenced that a sentence was 
pronounced, not of the facts it recited, and which are simply state(l 
by the nota,ry as the result of his examination. d I think I must 
take it as e,-jdence of such a sentence having been pronounccll ! 
The Attorney General.-Gentlemen, considering the course which 


'1 The authentication or exemplification of a copy by a court is of more force 
than that of any private person.-See Gilhert on Evidence, cited ante (Notes on 
judgment). 
Z If there were forgery, what could be the value of any examination by tbe 
witness? 
· Is not the suggestion of forgery, as it is without the semblance of a reason, 
unscrupulous? and was it not utterly unjustifiable in law?-See Notes on jUùg- 
ment, ante. 
b Then why suggest so shocking an insinuation? 
c If this do not imply that there was a conspiracy, forgery, and perjury, it was 
nonsense; and anyone who heard Sir Frederic, could not question the meaning 
he wished to convey to the jury. 
d For this monstrous misrepresentation, there not only is not the sligl1test pre- 
tence, but it is utterly in opposition to the whole tenor of the document, which 
speaks of their eminences' examination, not of the notary. Thf' officer only 
certifies that their eminences had considered and adjudged; and the Secretary of 
State certifies that there is f:uch a court with such a jurisdiction, and with such 
an officer, and v.rtb such a seal. 
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Dr. Achilli had pursued up to 1841, in gradually breaking off from 
tho Roman Catholic Church, I don't think I am interested in 
contending that the Holy Inquisition did not pronounce this 
sentence against him. e But, as to the other matters the docu- 
ment sets forth, I maintain that it is a scandalous fabrication! f 
and that there is not a pretence for any of these charges, of which 
this is to be made the founJation. 
Gentlemen, with confiJence I say, that on all the other matters 
Dr. AchiJIi is absolved and acquitted; and he now stands before 
you, ready to receive your verdict, anticipating, with entire con- 
fidence, that the verdict will be one which will clear his character, 
and vindicate him from the foul slanders which Dr. Newman has 
thought proper to promulgate against him, and pronounce a con- 
demnation upon Dr. Newman, UI)on which he may be answerable to 
the law. 
Gentlemen, I bave now gone through,-with anxiety. with the 
deepest interest, and with a consciousness of my own inability to do 
justice to the c3.se,-the various matters in this case, but with a 
firm confidence in your deliberate judgment, which, I trust, will be 
found justified by the result of the case. I appeal to you, whether 
I have, in any way, endeavoured to excite any pr
judice;g whether 
I have not endeavoured to Jeta,ch this anxious and painful inquiry 
from all those religious considerations h in which it has been saiJ to 
he involved. 
Gentlemen, I have represented to you the cause of a man, who, 
under unprecedented and unparalleleJ difficulties, has, I may say, 
been called before you (because it was impossible for him not to 
ckLllenge his accuser to substantiate the truth of his statements in a 
court of justice) to answer for a considerable period of his life, on 
charges of a most serious description, and which necessarily, from 
their nature, a,re complicated with one another. I lmve endeavoured 
to disentangle them from the complexity in which they are involved. 
I have been anxious that your duty should be discharged in the way 
my lord desire::;, by a specific application of your minds- to each 
distinct particular charge in succession. And, notwithstanding the 
formiJable character of my task, I trust that, at all events, I have 
e Here for once the Attorney General forgot. He forgot bis client bad 
i!worn that he never was sentenced to deprivation at all. See his affidavit and his 
evidence ! 
f There can be no doubt, now, as to tbe Attorney General's intention to make 
these shocking and unscrupulous suggestions of criminality in some of the most 
venerable and virtuous men in Europe, "horn even Lord Campbell was com- 
pelled to say were men of "learning Rnd piety." Did the Attorney General 
believe what he suggested? If not, is this the morality of the English bar, of 
which he is e.c officio the leader? 
g The audacity of this is almost amusing, just after imputing a conspiracy to 
suborn perjury to the heads of the Catholic Church, and aftt'r insinuating that 
Catholics were by reason of their religion peculiarly addicted to perjury. 
h See his previous references to .. auricular confession" and "transubstan- 
tiation. " 
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performed my duty fairly; that I have not confused any statements 
which have been nUHle on the part of the witnes
e
, or misrepresented 
any single fact which has been Ii>fo,-ed in C\rillence before yon. 
I am sure, the more this case is sifted the better will it l,e for 
))1'. Achi1li; the more light that can be thrown upon it, the more 
the truth will a.ppear; and I am desirous that no pa,rt of it should . 
e:::cape from your most minute and careful examination. It is a 
perilous i:::sue which awaits him, and I rqjoice, with confidence, in 
the force of truth, in the circumstances by which he is enabled to 
show it, and I trust this case to your impartial determination. 
The LonD CHII:F J eSTlCE.-GentIemen of the jury, I am sure 
you will dm.ote your earnest attention to this case, and cour-itler 
it with the utmost impartiality. Geutlemen, some apprehension 
has been expressed that you might be biassed by difference of 
religion. Of that I sincerely belic\re there is not the remote
t 
cLance ! i even if you were all rrote:3tant
. E,-en ha,d the 
credit of the Pmtestant religion Leen at stake, I am sure you 
would give a verdict founded upon the evidence hefore you. 
But I cannot see how it can he saitl that in this case the crellit 
of the Protestant religion is at all invoh-cd. The ch:uacter of 
Dr. 
\chilli is at stake in the deepest manner; hut the charges 
which are imputed to him took place when he was 8ti1l of the 
Homan Catholic religion, j and I cannot see how it could affect tho 
Protestant faith tll3t there should have been a Roman Catholic 
priest, who pretended to come over to the Protestant persuasion, 
and who deserves no credit for his professions. Then. as tu 
Dr. Newman, there is no danger of his being looked npon by you 
unfavourably, though he has Jeft the Protestant religion, and is now 
-Df the Church of Home. Geutlenwn, no doubt he has acted from 
the purest moti,-es, and I gi,re him credit for the course he ha
 
adopted. "-'-hat I dislike to see is, clergymen (if there be any 
such) remaining in the Protestant Church, who, while theya,re 
Homan Catholics in heart, and wish to be so in their practice, 
)'f'main in tIle Protestant Church; k but when a lllan of piety. 
honour, and education I (like ])r, Xewman), feels that he tloes not 
belong to the Church of England, anll resigns his position in that 


j The first thing the judge does is to try and destroy all the effect of the 
powerful appeal made to them by the defendant's counsel, to discard prejudice, 
by assurin
 them that there was not the least danger of any prejudice. Acting 
on that assurance, they would of course make no effort to di:õcard it, nor feel the 
least distrust of their predispositions. 
J The jury would not be so blind as not to see that AchiHi had been rather 
a Protestant ever since 1829, at least; and Le says so in substance himself. 
k No allusion to the admission of Achilli, that he had for so many years retained 
the emoluments of a Church he believed an imposture. Yet did not this go to 
his credit? 
I The jury had read Lord Campbell's insinuations of the possibility of a con- 

piracy to suborn perjury. TLe neJ..t sentence actually assumes the whole ques- 
tion not only of Dr. 1\e\\man's legal but moral guilt. 
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Church, ana aU the aa mnta
es arising from it, there is no reason to 
ca
t any imputation upon him. 
Gentlemen, ], howe\"er, Ulust say that Dr. Newman, in attacking 
Dr. Achilli as he has t!one, ha,s acted rashly ant! recklessly, even 
though he might well belie\Te in the truth of what he said. ffi lIe 
has assertet! a, number of things of which he could have no per- 
sonal knowledge, and as to which he might he mistaken. At 
this juncture, I must do him the justice to say, that when an appli- 
cation was made for this rule, he actetl with perfect propriety, amI 
at once stepped forward. 
This being a. criminal information, filed by the authority of this 
Court, I may explain, all that the Court says by permitting it to 
issue is, that there are reasonable grounds for bringing the case 
before a jury. 
Gentlemen, as to the libel, there seems to be no doubt that the 
statements made by Dr. Newman affecting Dr. Achilli amount to 
a libel, for it contains imputations on the character of Dr. Achilli ; 
ant! there is nothing in the occasion of making these charges which 
would exempt Dr. K ewman from the responsibility which ordi- 
narily attaches to anyone who makes such charges. n 
Gentlemen, two pleas ha\'e been pla,ced upon record,-the first is 
" Not guilty;" and there can be no doubt that your verdict upon 
that plea must be for the prosecutor, because 1>r. Newman admits 
the publication; and it will be for you to say whether this is a libel, 
i. e., containing criminatory charges against the prosecutor. 
Formerly that would have been the only question to determine; 
but now the law is altered; and those who were charged with libel 
llaye an opportunity of alleging in justification that they have st..'tted 
the truth, and were n.ctuated by laudable motives. I am happy to 
believe that this is a great improvement in our jurisprudence, for it 
has taken away the reproach embodied in the saying, "The greater 
the truth the greater the libel." K ow if the truth be establishetl 
there can he no blame, hut rather commendation for spea,king the 
truth. 
There is, therefore, a plea of justification ()l} the record; and it 
will be for you to say, on the evidence before you, whether the 
various imputations justified in the second l)lea by Dr. Newman have 
been established. As to some of those imputations, hardly any 


m 'Vas not this a rash and reckless assertion in a judge, who had it in evidence 
that a year and a half before Dr. Newman published his lecture, Cardinal'Viseman 
(as Achilli knew) bad published a circumstantial statement of every one of the 
charges (citing official documents), and that this had not been legally answered; 
and who, moreover, had heard witnes
es depose to some of the charges as having 
come before public courts: and had in evidence a judgment of the Inquisition, 
reciting Achilli's confession,which also is referred to by the Cardinal, and had 
doubtless been seen by him, and probably by Dr. Newman? \Vas it not unjust, 
after such evidence, for the judge to tell the jUl'Y the defendant bad no fair 
foundation for making his charges? Must not this have biassed the jury? 
D Sed quære.-See the Introduction. 
o 2 
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nut confirm her, nor do I find any confirmation of LeI' CV"l- 
dence ! U 
The next witness is the Rev. Mr. Giotti, who says (reading hi
 
evidence), "I saw Rosa di Alessandris, and told her to come, hut 
she would not," Gentlemen, this deserves consideration! No 
doubt the means were afforded her to come. v 
This, then, is all the evidence relating to Elena Valente, and 
there is nothing in corroboration of her own evidence! W 
Then we come to the next witness, and to the most serious case of 
all, that of :Maria Principe, which deserves your most careful cowsi- 
deration. It is clear that this is no recent invention, x fur many 
years ago this charge was brought against Dr. Achilli. It may 
have been unfounded, but it is not a new invention. So far as 
Elena Valente is concerned, there is nothing to show that it Illight 
not now be brought against him for the fir8t time; but as to Maria 
Principe, it i:s clear that complaints were made soon after the time 
at which the outrage is supposed to have been committed. Y She 
says (reading her evidence), if you believe the mother, the com- 
plaint was made to her by the daughter, and that immediately 
Dr Achilli was charged with having seduced the girl. It is true 
he denies it, but the charge he admits was brought against him im- 
mediately. This is certainly evillence for your consideration, as 
supporting the statements of the girl. z Dr. Achilli :::ays, he never 
applied to the police, but his friends did, and it is evident there had. 
been some scandal about it. 8 


U Here again wholly omitting to call attention to the cross-examination of 
Achilli, who, after swearing he never saw her, and never was at the house of a 
Madame Gentili, where sbe said she was at the time, confessed he had been at 
the bouse, and at the very time. 
... It is hardly credible that Lord Campbell should have forgotten the fact, 
stated that she was ill, and in the family-way, and could not come. Yet his 
manner implied that she would not come because she could not prove the charge 
respecting herself. 
W See the previous note as to this most monstrous mis-statement. 
x Implying that others were, or might be. Is that a usual course for a 
judge, without the least evidence, to assume and suggest that sworn evidence 
may be false? 
Y And Achilli left Naples just after the time the girl was delivered! 
z This is the fairest, the only fair portion of the charge, so far as the evidence 
is concerned; and it serves as a contrast to show the unfairness of the rest. \\ hy 
did not Lord Campbell at least allude to Achilli's cross-examination as to 
Valente, as he did with respect to Principe. In this case, however, it is only all 
allusion, and a very indistinct one. He does not notice the paper the girl pro- 
duced. The circumstance that he used to make entries in the books about the 
members of the confraternity, the extraordinary fact that he swore that he never 
asked to see the girl who made such a charge, and other confirmations. He 
could call the evidence of Valente-simple, straightforward, and natural-" extra- 
ordinary," and shake his head at it; but did not say .. extraordinary!" and 
shake his head at the marvellous assertions of Achilli. 
a Here he omits to mention Achilli's departure from Naples just after-one 
of the mOISt pregnant and important facts of the trial; and on which the whole 
('ase as to the judgment of the Inquisition very mud1 turilii. 
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Gentlemen, we now come to the Corfu case; and here I think 
the evidence is not at all satisfactory. b (lIe read the evidence as 
to the Garamonis.) I think the evidence, to show the adultery, i:j 
not at all satisfactory! Then there i::; the case of the Coriboni::;. 
(He read the evidence, remarking on that of 
Ir. Reynolds.) 
Gentlemen, this is a very extraordinary story! lIe reports 
that Dr. Achilli wa
 living in adultery with this woman; and that 
still in the day tiJlle he could see them toying in this familiar 
llJanner! It is for you to consider the probability of this! c It 
is extraordinary that Dr. Achilli should have committed these inde- 
cencies at an open window! d It must be observed that 1\I r. Rey- 
nolds certainly has been active in getting up the Clli3e; e and the 
letter he wrote to Lieutenant Stoney is worthy of being attended 
to, where he says, ,. they are disposed to be very liberal ! " f You 
saw the way in which 1\11'. Reynolds gave his evidence, and it is 
for you to say what credit you attach to it. g 
Gentlemen, we now come to the charge as to :Malta, which is, in 

uhstance, that Dr. Achilli sent away Sa.ccares to prevent ilHluiry 
respecting his misconduct and immorality. No doubt he sent him 
away; it is for you to say whether it was from improI)er moti,.cs. 
(His lordship rea-d the evidence.) Gentlemen, I clo not think that 
the evidence makes out the charge that Dr. Achilli was dismiss('cl 
on the ground of immorality, or complicity in immorality. \\Tith 
respect to the converf'ation f>poken of by 1>1'. Bonavia, no douht it 
is very discreditable to Dr. Achilli if it ever occurred; but the 
witne::,s never mentioned it to anyone before hc came over on this 
(
a8e. h 


b Here is a downright destruction of a whole case, supported by the concur- 
rent testimony of three witnesses, supported by documentary evidence, and 
confirmed not only by the prosecutor, but by the inconsistency between his 
statements and those of the wife, who was his witness! 
c This seems somewhat of an extraordinary argument! 
d How is it Lord Campbell omitted to mention that Achilli swore to hi:. 
belief that he could not be seen from that window! 
to An utter assumption-nay, a perfeet perversion of the evidence! Mr. Rey- 
nolds had simply seen the case in the newspapers, as an honest man communicated 
what he knew, and wrote to Stoney to tell what he knew i took some subpænas 
in his pocket to a witness who lived near his destination i and one morning, as he 
spoke Italian, came clown with the Italian ",ituesses! These are good grounds 
for a judge to discredit a gentleman of twenty-five years' standing in a govern- 
ment office, whose evidence was confirmed by a young lady of unimpeachable 
character, and indirectly confirmed hy othfr evidenc.e. 
r It will searcely be credited, but is the fact, that Lord Campbell, while adopt- 
ing thus the dark suggestions of Achilli's counsel, as to bribing of evidence, said 
not a syllable as to tl1e explanation, and the disclosure that 
toney had refused 
to come unless his full eA-penses were paid, which any uitness has a right to 
require! This part of the charge is especially submitted to the consideration of 
all who care for justice. 
g Scroggs did not bully any witne
s more than Lord Ca.mphell did Mr. Rey- 
nolds, nor discredit any more rechlessly than he did Dr. Bona,ia.. 
h Why should he ?-Sce note to his e,.iclcnce. 
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Gentlemen, as to the evidence of Harris, and the other femalo 
servants, if yon believe it, it shows great immorality; it is for you 
to say whether yùn beJieve it. (lIe read the eyidence.) As to 

;trah 'V ood, it is remarkable she should have concealed it so long, 
and disclosed it to no one! still, it may be true. 
Gentlemen, I need not read the evidence of ::\1r. Harting, which 
I thought made the judgment of the Court of Inquisition admissible, 
as it was only for my information. Dr. Grant's evidence, also, is 
immaterial, except a::; to the Court having jurisdiction o,-er serious 
moral offences. lIe is a most respectable witness, and says it has 
such juri::;diction. The judgment come::; in the name of the notary. i 
"T e generally have the proceedings of the judges to speak for them- 
selves. Here you have the notary of tIle Inquisition, who says 
he has inspected certain documents; and then he gives u::; his own 
result from his examination, so that the early part of it is rather in 
the nature of a deposition or examination, than of a judgment. j 
But then afterwards come wOl,d::; which di:-;tinctly amount to a 
decree of the Court, because it is contained in these words: "Their 
f'minences the Inquisitors-General decreed," &c. kNow, gentlemen, 
I think that is not only admissible evidence, hut very strong evi- 
dence, to prove that such a sentence was I)ronounced. Because, the 
Court of InfJuisition, no doubt, is a regular trihunal in the Roman 
States, and is presided over by men of learning and piety. They 
knew that this document was to be used in (L court of justice in 
Englaud; and I cannot suppose for a moment that they woulJ wish 
to impose upon us.! It is a supposition that we cannot entertain. 'Ve 
cannot come to the conclusion that there has been such a fabrication. m 
That such a judgment was pronounced, I, for one, have no doubt. 
But, then, for what cause it was prononnced is a different thing. 
'Ve should rather suppose it was heresy! Dr. Achilli says it was, 
amI that nO charge of immorality was brought up a2'ainst him. It 
is for you to say whether, looking at the whole document, you 
helieve it was heresy or immorality. It purports to recite a con- 
fession of Dr. Achilli; but that he denies. 


i They are always in this, and in every other country, certified by an officer. 
J l1dges never draw up judgments, still less take copies. 
j It states that depositions had been taken, and that Achilli had been eÀamined 
by the established authorities. 
k This really is a flagrant misrepresentation. The document runs thus:- 
"After having weigbed and considered, &c., and accepted the confession of the 
accused (so recited), their reverences decree." It is all one sentence, which 
Lord Campbell cut in two! It is as though it had been written, .. Their 
eminences having weighed and considered, &c., and accepted the confession set 
forth, decree," &c. 
I Then wby did Lord Campbell permit the jury to belieY"e tbat the reasons 
which these eminent men certified in their judgment (one of them setting his seal 
to the ropy), were not the reasons of the judgment? 
m But he leaves them at liberty to assume the material part of it to have been 
fabricated! 
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Mr. Badeley.-I beg to c
ll your lonhhip's attention to this, that 
the nineteenth charge does not allege for what cause the judgment 
was pronounced, but only that he \Va8 Ly the court suspended and 
disabled. 
Lord CAl\IPBELL.-As I have already observed, I think that 
allegation is sustained by the judgment produced. Gentlemen, 
I now come to the examination of Dr. Achilli ; and I will repeat 
what I said at the opening of the case, that the more natural course 
was, that the accuser, who is prosecuted, should first come for- 
ward and make out his charges, before the prosecutor appears for 
examination. n (His Lordship read his Dotes of tbe examination, 
observing on it as he went along.) It is proved that the charge as 
to Garamoni's wife "came before the comt;' but not on the merits 
of the ca
e; and there is no proof that Dr. Achilli was guilty. 
:Mr. Badelcy.-
Iy Lord, the twenty-second charge states simply 
that the name of Dr. Acbilli came before the court on the charge. 
Lord CAMPBELL.-No doubt that allegation is supported,o but 
there is no proof of the guilt of Dr. AcLilli. 
:Mr. Badeley.-That is not alleged, my Lord, in this clmrge. 
Lord CAl\IPBELL continued his realling of the prosecutor's evi- 
dence, anfl his comments. Gentlemen, there was an insinuation 
that Dr. Achilli, as he had made a vow of celibacy, that it was 
discreditable that he should have entered the holy estate of matri- 
mony. "T e must remember, however, that Luther married, and 
married a nun! p "Tith regard to the Inquisition, Dr. Achilli 
stated that it is not a court competent to adjudicate on questions of 
immorality. But there he must be mistaken; for Dr. Grant, who 
is a canonist, weJl acquainted with the courts, says it has jurisdic- 
tion over immorality. It should seem certainly more prob
Lble that 
it should be heresy! q 
Gentlemen, Dr. AchiUi was cross-examined with great severity; 
and it was proper that be shouhl be so. In the course of his cross- 
examination, he was asked certain questions which he declined to 
answer. r Now, that is pregnant matter for your consideration. 


D On a criminal information, the object of which is to clear character? Then, 
how is it the Court has always required the prosecutor to enter fully into the case 
on affidavit, and deny, and as far as he caD, disprove, the charges, before eveD a 
rule nisi is issued ? 
o It \Voulù be curious to Know how the jury reconciled it to their consciences 
to find this issue against Dr, Newman. The docuIDC'nt was produced (see ante), 
'with AdiilIi's name in it, in connection ",ith the cbarge! This may serve as a 
"pecimen of tbe conscientiousne8s of a" British jury," and tbe moral value of 
this verdict, It was in flagrant defiance of the facts! 
P 'Ybich the Lord Chid" Justice clearly thought one of his main merits. 
q Here is a British judge putting his own misinformed notions, and encouraging 
the jury to put theirs, in oppositiou to sworn evidence! 
r When Fenwick, on his trial, asked Titus Oates if he had not forsworn 
bimFelf, by declaring tbat he came over to England with Hilsley, Scroggs inter- 
posed, and decided that could not be urged, a" Oates had not beEU convicted of 
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From his declining to answer, one may not unfairly suppose that in 
some cases he had erred in point of chastity,S and th
Lt may afford 
some ground for presuming that he might have done so in other 
cases. I must, however, point out for your consideration, that so 
far as his credit goes, this is rather in confirmation of it, for it would 
have been easy to say no; alld he declines to do so. You will 
consider whether this does not raise him in your estimation as 
regards his credibility as a witness. t Gentlemen, I l1ave now gone 
through the whole of the evidence, and leave the case in your 
hands. u 
His lordship then directed the jury to be furnished with an 
abstract of the plea of justification, and asked them to say whether 
they found any of the allegations proved, and, if so, which of 
them? He had done his duty in the case, and he was sure that 
they would do theirs. 
The jury then (at about about half-past eight) retired. They did 
not return illto court until eleven o'clock. 
On their return it W3..'3 asked, " Are you agreed on your verdict ?" 
The Foreman. - Yes; on the nineteenth charge we find proved. 
All the rest we find not proved. (t;ensation and partial cheering.) 
Lord CA:\IPBELL.-The nineteenth charge respects Dr. Achilli's 
being deprived of his professorship and prohibited from preaching and 
hearing confession. You find that to be proved? 
The Foreman.- Yes, my Lord, proved. 
Lord CAl\IPBELL.-And you find none of the other allegations 
proved? 
The Foreman and several of the J urors.-N 0, none of the others. 
(Here some of the people in the court,V beginning to understand the 
verdict, burst out into a vigorons cheer, which no one attempted 
to suppress.) 
Lord CAl\JPBELL.-1\ T ith regard, then, to the plea of not guilty. 
The first plea is not guilty. Yon see tbat involves the publication, 
and the question whether it was of a libellous nature. 


perjury. The decision Lord Campbell gave as to the questions put to Achilli, 
is precisely a parallel, and was by no means the worst he gave. 
· Rather a mild way of putting it! The man was asked at every place of 
residence if he could deny having committed criminal acts; and he was a priest 
and a monk! But that probably made them meritorious in the eyes of Lord 
Campbell and a common jury. 
t Not in the least. As he could not truly deny the charges he would be deterred 
by dread of indictment for perjury. The eagerness with which Lord Camp- 
bell laid hold of this fallacious argument to uphold AchilIi 's credit, strikingly 
shows what an overwhelming influence was at work in his mind, It never 
occurred to him to observe what a confirmation there was of the credit of the 
other witnesses against Acbilli. Nay, he had declared their evidence uncon- 
firmed, or " extraordinary." 
u The best comment, after aU, on this" charge," is a remark of a barrister 
who heard it :-" Another reply on the part of the prosecution!" 
... Most of them of the coarser sort: the better portion of the audience had long 
left, ",ell knO\\ing what the "erdict wóuld be, and too disgu
ted to wait for it. 
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A Juror.-Not guilty. That's what we find. 
Lord CA)IPllELL.-XO, understand me. The first plea is not 
guilty; and that involves the question whether it is proved that the 
defendant published this alleged libel, and whether it be libellous. 
Do not mind the truth of the charges at all. As to this, say only 
on that do you find him guilty; and that it was of a libellous 
nature? 
The Foreman.- Yes, guilty. 
Lord CA1\IPBELL.-On that you find him guilty. There is then 
a verdict for the Crown on that. Then we come to the justification; 
and on the justification you find that the only part of it which is 
proved is the nineteenth, respecting Dr. Achilli being deprived of 
his professorship, and prohibited from preacbing, and from hearing 
confession. 

\ J uror.- Yes, that is the verdict. 
J
ord C A)IPBELL.- Wait a moment; anù let me see. That is 
(after a pam;e), you find that that is true which is alleged in the 
decree of the Inquisition, as far as that decree goes? 
A J uror.- Yes. 
Lord CA:\IPßELL.-SO far as that dccree goes. Yon don't find as 
to the reasons for the decree, but ab to the decree itself? 
The :Foreman.- Yes, only that. 
Lord CA1\IPllELL.- Very well. Then you find it to be true that 
Dr. Achilli was suspended from the ceh'bration of mass, l)rohihited 
from any cure of souls, and from preaching, amI from hearing con- 
fession, and from exercising his sacerdotal office in any way, accord- 
ing to the decree of the Inquisition. And all the rest you find not 
to be proved ? 
The Foreman.-Not to our satisfaction."" 
Lord CA:MPBELL.- Very well. Then on tIle justification I direct 
:t, verdict to be entered for the Crown, on that is
ue as well as on 
the })lca of not guilty; and that special finding I, of course, will 
report to the Court when necessary. (Here again a loud cheer was 
given by the throngc(] court.) I now di
clJarge you, gentlemen, 
from your attendance. and heg to thank you. (Renewed cheers.) 
A Juror.-I Leg your Lor(bhip to understand that we did not 
consider this case as regards Protestantism awl Catholi('i
m. "
e 
(lnly looked at it as a matter of fact. 
Lord CA1\Il'IlELL.-Oh, I am sure you have dealt with it con- 
scientiously.x 
or The writer is informed, tbat one of the jurors, being asked how he came 
to ghe !'uch a verdict, said, "Oh, we believed him guilty. but we were not 

atjsfied." "'bat this meant may be inferred from the answer of another-" that 
they were afraid of the consequences." Such is trial by jury! And with su
h 
tribunals in this country, Lord Campbell thanks God we ha\e no Court of Inqm- 

ition! composed of eccle
iastics, whom he a('knowlcdg
(l as eminent for 
"l
arning and piety." Perhaps the people of Italy may thank God they have 
not SUI'h jndges and juries! 
" Scrnggs, at the trial of Coleman, !aid to the jury-" You have acted like very 
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.Another hearty cheer was now given, which the leanIeù judge 
did not for a moment atteml)t to check. 

ome conven,ation took place between his lordship, the jury,Y and 
the learned counsel, respecting the fees to be paid to the jury. All 
parties agreed that it was a '" hard case;" hut his lortlship said he 
had no power to grant anything like an indemnity, and, accordingly, 
only the customary nominal fee was !)aid to each juryman. Imme- 
diately afterwardI') the assemblage di:-:persed. 


good Christians, and very good subjects; that is, like very good Protestants." 
Those good Protestants gave verdicts which everyone now regards as judicial 
murders; and the reader will judge whether the eulogy of Lord Chief Justice 
Campbell was worth more than that of Lord Chief Justice Scroggs. The Spec- 
tator says :-" It was a right Protestant jury. The public found it impossible 
to disbelieve all the mass of e\idence in justification of the libel; but the jury 
laboured under no such judicial scruple. There is a way out of every difficulty; 
and the jury, ably instructed how to pick and choose what to see, think, and 
believe, provpd apt pupils. They disclaimed all consideration of the question of 
Catholic or Protestant; but, if the case is not a beautiful example of honourable 
adhesion to the · subauditum,' it is a still more perfect specimen of instinctive 
sympathy. They found that the nineteenth article against Achilli was proved- 
but, with a mental reservation whIch they were admirably assisted to develop, 
they accepted the evidence of the note from the Inquisition to prove that Achilli 
had been permanently suspended from his functions in the Romish Church; but 
they rejected the same evidence so far as it testified to the reasons of his sus- 
)}ension-the scandalous and notorious incontinence of his life." The case, how- 
ever, is far stronger than is stated here. The Lord Chief Ju
tice almost said 
they ought to find the charge as to Principe pro\ed; and did say tbat one of the 
charges as to Garamoni's wife was proved. On these two serious charges, then, 
the verdict was even against the opinion of the judge. ,"Vith respect to the cases 
of the women who came forward, the reader will judge whether the verdict was 
against the evidence. As to the other cases (especially those of women wbose 
names '" ere unknown), and also as to the charges of general immorality, infidelity, 
and irregularity, the reader will judge whether the verdict was against the prose- 
cutor's own acknowledgments. They are particularly requested to remark that 
it i
 charged that he caused scandal by \ isiting private houses, and not frequent- 
ing choir, &oc., and otherwise not observing the rules of a religious life, and to refer 
to the admissions in his own book, and his 0\\ n evidence as to those and all the 
other cnarges. 
Y A special jury are entitled to a fee of one guinea. Most of the special jurors 
in this case, however, were really of the common jury class. They are called 
II merchants," because the special juries can only be taken from the names 80 
designated (or as bankers Or esquires) in the jury lists, which are made up by 
the churchwardens and overseers; and no mistake in the designation can be 
remedied, except on application of the party, or upon notice to him-a trouble 
no one is likely to take; so that, practically, all the ordinary sort of tradesmen 
are classed as .. merchants."-See 6 Geo. IV. c. 50. 
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The following extracts from the able articles in the Times and 
Cltronicle are inserted, as showing public opinion upon the trial:- 
., It is a great thing, no doubt, that in Protestant England the prin- 
ciple embodied in the national faith should triumph over its Roman 
Catholic adversaries; but it is a still greater tlling that justice should 
be administered with purity and impartiality-that the landmarks of 
the law should not be transgressed-and that no feelings but those of 
the calmest and highest morality should sway the decisiuns, or intrude 
into the proceedings, of our courts. We cannot afford to buy controver- 
sial success at the price of our reputation for a calm and immaculate 
administration of justice, 01' to subvert the rules upon which testimony 
is received and estimated, to satisfy a predilection, or to appease an an- 
tipathy. Time was when, amid the cheers of a brutal multitude, on 
the faith of the impossible and self-contradictory evidence of Oates, 
Bedloe, and Dangerfield, English jmies consigned innocent men to 
death, and received from the judge the shameful commendation that 
they had acted like good Protestants. Has the lapse of 170 years 
entirely removed us from those narrow prejudices and cruel partialities 
which in the days of the Popish plot poisoned the pure fountains of 
justice, and affixed an indelible stigma on the character of a nation not 
habitually unfair or inhuman1 Will the opinion of the educated 
classes in this country, and of the great European community, ratify 
the verdict of a jury which absolved Dr. Achilli from every taint and 
stain, and seemed to aim at placing him on a lligher pinnacle of moral 
purity than even he arrogated to himself. 
" But thus much we say, that Dr. Newman undertook to prove 
certain acts of incontinence, and produced persons from a vast 
number of different places to speak to acts ranging- over a long period of 
time, of which, if their statement was believed, they had the most com- 
plete knowledge. These witnesses did not break down, were not involved 
in any material contradiction, and stated nothing in which there was 
any strong antecedent improbability. Many of them made contem- 
porary statements of the injuries thev had received, and those state- 
ments and their consequent investigation were followed on more than 
one occasion by a change of residence on the part of Dr. Achilli. In 
onc instance, that of the wife of Coriboni, two respectable witnesses 
I)roved that Dr. Achilli was seen in circumstances denoting undue 
familiarity with a person whom he chose to retain in his service after 
having been warned that she was a common prostitute, testimony which 
the Attorney General could find no other way of neutralizing than by 
suggesting that they had mistaken him for her husband in the broad 
daylight. \Vherever he bent his steps, scandal, either justly or unjustly, 
seems to have followed him. The police at Naples, and the 1IHlubition 
at Rome, the Bishops' Court at Viterbo, and the Courts of Corfu-all 
seem to ha'"e had more or less to do with him, and all for the samc 
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alleged propensity, and after a short residence in England we find a 
numbel' of women really to bring the same charges against him. Now 
stopped in a procession at Naples by a clamorous mother, now dogged 
at Corfu by a jealous tailor, now solemnly remonstrated with by mem- 
bers of his congregation on account of his maidservant, he is the most 
unfortunate of men if all these charges have been trumped up without 
substantial foundation. The charges can neither be ascribed to Roman 
Catholic nor Protestant mali
nity, for the
T began when he was of the 
one religion, and continued when he was of the other. Roman Catholics 
accused him while he was a Roman Catholic, and Protestants while he 
was a Protestant, and always of the same thin6" He himself declines 
to attest his chastity by an oath, and thus seems to admit that if the 
prosecution succeeds it is because Dr. Newman has selected the wrong 
instances, not because he has charged an untrue offence, The sentence 
of the Inquisition, moreover, solemnly recites under respectable attesta- 
tion his own confession and submission in Italian, and his conversa- 
tion with Dr, Bonovia clearly shows how lightly he held the offence of 
which he was accused. Against these positive statements, these accu- 
mulative and corroborative probabilities, and these dangerous admis- 
sions, there is nothing to be set except the denial of Dr. Achilli, adhered 
t.ü with steadiness and pertinacity under a long but not very skilful 
cross-examination-a denial which amounts to little more than a 
repetition of the affidavit upon which the criminal information was 
granted. If no amount of evidence could outweigh Dr. Achilli's denial 
on oath, the solemn proceedings of the trial were a hollow mockery; 
and if it could, it is difficult to conceive what testimony the jury 
could have expected. Many of the witnesses were poor; but it is 
among the poor that the profligates seek their victims. They could not 
be corroborated as to the fact, for that is a matter of secres)'; they were 
not discredited, they were not broken down, they were simply put aside' 
and disbelieved. The principle upon which this case was decided would 
put an end to all proof by human testimony. If we are to require pub- 
licity in matters whose very essence is secrecy, virtue in witnesses the 
very nature of whose confession degrades them, and confessions by tile 
accused of what even worldly influence binds them to deny, we may 
shut up our courts of justice, proclaim impunity for crime, or use 
ordeals and divinations as a substitute for the investigation we have 
rejected. 
"If there is to be no presumption in favour of assertions attested by 
oath, no public writer can venture, should the public interest-as was 
admitted in the case of Dr. Newman by the prosecuting counsel-ever 
80 imperiously require it, to make statements, however well founded, 
criminatory of the character of another. Who can hope to be believed 
when such a mass of evidence has been flung aside as worthless? We 
consider that a great blow has been given to the administration of jus- 
tice in this country, and Roman Catholics will have henceforth 
only too good reason for asserting, that there is no justice for them in 
cases tending to arouse the Protestant feelings of judges and juries. 
"We wish we could conclude our observations on this case without 
saying anything calculated to imply a censure on the jury or the judge, 
under whose auspices they have, it seems to us, so signally miscarried. 
From the time when one of them objected to the exclusion of Dr. Achilli 
from the court, and another to the searching and reasonable question as 
to his general chastity, which he did not find it expedient to answer, till 
the faltering announcement, preceded and followed by unchecked ap- 
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plause, that the justification was not proved to their sRtisfactiol1 there 
is e\ery l'eason to think that the case was not viewed by the jur
 with 
complete impartiality and ahsence of sectarian feeling. . 
" \Ve have every respect for the high judicial character and attain- 
ments of Lord Campbell, and it is, therefore, with great regret we find 
him, in a case of so mueh delicacy and excitement, drawing attention 
to the Ecclesiastical Titles' Act, "thanking God" that" we have no 
Inquisition in t.his country;" and after hè had been sufficient-ly ap- 
plamled, renewing the remark that it might be applauded again, and 
assuring the audience with grotesque solemnity, thatby admitting this 
document he did so without the slightest degree of danger to the Pro- 
testant religion of this country-a discovery which was received by the 
enthusiastic audience with a third round of cheers. We now take our 
leave of this painful subject, trusting we may not soon again be called 
upon to comment on proceedings so indecorous in their nahne, so unsa- 
tisfactory in their result-so little calculated to increase the respect of 
the people for the administration of justice, or the estimation by foreign 
nations of the English name and character."-TÙJUw. 
" No judicial proceeding has, for a long time past, excited so much 
interest as the present trial of the (2ueen v. Newman. 
" It is but fair to admit that only an honest zeal and a deep con- 
viction of the truth of his statements could have led Dr. Newman to 
originate so dangerous an inquiry. No one will suspect him of heing a 
sharer in the conspiracy which, if we are to helieve the verdict úf the 
jury, must have been organized. He has proved that his opinion of the 
prosecutor's guilt was based on evidence ahundantly convincing to his 
own mind; for, until the testimony of his witnesses was contradicted in 
detail, it must have commanded the belief of all except those who may 
be assumed to have suborned it. If the defendant should ever be caBell 
up to receive sentence, the Court of Queen's Bench will, no douht, 
intimate, by its judgment, his entire innocence of any proceeding whieh 
could give the prosecutor a reasonahle ground of complaint. 
"It is greatly to be regretted that Lord Campbell should have hef'u 
tempted to degrade his high position for the sake of an ill-timed and 
indecorous burst of applause. 
" Various opinions were expressed in court respecting the prosecutor 
and the defendant; but all the instructed part of the audience was of 
one mind as to the conduct of the presiding judge. 'Ve make no com- 
plaint against Lord Campbell's summing up, nor against any leg-a} 
decision which he pronounced. z In fact. the language which excited 
z The following letter appeared in the Chronicle of the 28th of June :-" I 
turn to the article in your paper, for the purpose of correcting an error into which 
you seem to ha"e fallen. You say, · "Te make no complaint against Lord 
Campbell's summing up, nor against any legal decision which be pronounced.' 
Sir, I regret to say that very serious complaints are made both against the one 
and against the other. His summing up was e
tremely partial, as well as im- 
perfect; for he made occasional observations upon portions of the evidence, as he 
read it, as if the circumstances were improbabl(', or unconfirmed, and carefully 
avoided all notice of the discrepancies betwe('n the testimony of Dr. Achilli him- 
self and those very \\itnesses who were called to support him. No attempt was 
made to balanee the conflicting statements-no observation offered upon the con- 
sistency of the story whirh each of the defpndant's witness('s had given-no noticA' 
taken of the remarkable fact, that not one of those \\itnesses had heen shaken 
upon cross-examination, or of the extreme im}1tobahility, not to !'lay impos"ibility, 
that so many could h1n'e been !luborn('d from so many different places, and under 
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univel'sal reprobation was wholly immaterial to the issue. The yulg-ar 
obtuseness displayed in the feeble jest whieh was directed from the 
bench ag-ainst a Roman Catholic bishop, forms the only excuse for tbp 
impropriety of a judge's addressing a })olitical insult to a witness of 
dignified position. 


such a variety of circumstances as well as characters, to perjure themselves with- 
out any assignable motive. Lord Campbell never called the attention of the jury 
to the important, the convincing fact, that all these oaths of all these various wit- 
nesses were only met in reality by the oath of Dr. Achilli himself; nor did he 
remind them of the far greater probability of perjury on the part of Dr. Achilli, 
who had so deep an interest at stake, than on that of all the witnesses against him, 
who had nothing to gain. His lordship asserted that the story of Elena Valente 
was uncorroborated, but he totally suppressed Dr. Achilli's prevarication respect- 
ing the family of Gentili, and the admissions which he had made confirmatory in 
some measure of Elena Valente's evidence. He never commented upon the 
secrecy with which such iniquities are usually committed, or upon the absolute 
impossibility which must often exist of adducing corroborative proofs, even in 
cases which have occurred recently, and in places close at hand, and much 
more in one the date of which was so distant, and the scene so far removed. 
'Vith respect to the case of Garamoni, he wholly omitted tó point out the extra- 
ordinary and palpable contradictions which there were between the statement made 
by )Iadame Garamoni and that of Dr. Achilli-contradictions so utterly irrecon- 
cileable that one or the other of these persons must necessarily have spoken falsely; 
and in adverting to the case of Coriboni and his wife, Lord Campbell took cart> 
to dwell upon the points which he thought calculated to discredit the testimony of 
Mr, Reynolds, but said as little as possible of the evidence of Madame Lavanchy, 
although her evidence was unimpeached, and was a plain and positÏ\e coufirma- 
tion of that of Mr. Reynolds. 
.. These, and many other observations, might be made upon Lord Campbell's 
summing up, which would justify the strongest complaints against it-as neitber 
able nor impartial-calculated neither to assist the jury, if they had been anxious 
to ascerlain the truth, nor to do justice between the parties, nor to save the wit- 
nesses from unjust and unreasonable imputations. As to his lordship's decision 
upon the legal points submitted to him, considerahle doubt is felt as to the cor- 
rectness of the view ",hich be took of the judgment of the Court of Inquisition. 
He allowed that the document was properly authenticated, and admissible as legal 
evidence; he even stated that it would be absurd to suppose that the contents of 
that document had been fabricated, or that those who certified it were capable of 
misrepresentation; but yet he declined to take judicial notice of the first part of 
it, while he adopted the last, and tre!ited the sentence as "alid, without any regard 
either to the acts of profligacy on the part of Dr. Achilli, or to Dr. Achilli's own 
confession of those acts, upon which the sentence profe
sed to be founded. But 
if this instrument was available in one part, why not in another? The whole of 
it rested upon the same authentication-each portion was vouched by the same 
authority-and if credit was to be given, by the comity of nations, to the act of 
the foreign court in passing such a sentence, why not to the grounds upon which 
they passed it, those grounds being plainly set forth, and there being direct evi- 
dence that the matters were within the jurisdiction of that tribunal? The law of 
England usually treats the judgment of a foreign court as eonclusive upon tht> 
points upon ",hich it professes to decide, when those points are proved to have 
been within the court's jurisdiction, and there is no palpable error or incon- 
sistency upon the face of it. Dr. Achilli, indeed, had the hardihood to deny, not 
only that he was charged with such offences before the Inquisition, but even 
that they were within the jurisdiction of that court-a point upon which he 
received a direct contradiction from Bishop Grant, a witness whose character 
and whose testimony were alike unimpeachable. Dr. Achilli, however. 
went a little too far, for he swore positively that no such sentence had been 
pronounced against him, and that he had Dever been deprived of his sacerdotal 
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"A graver breach of propriety was committed when evidence was 
offered of the judgment pronounced on the prosecutor by the Inqui- 
sition. The document produced was a copy of the JH'oceedings of that 
court, and the only dispute was as to its formal sufficiency-' Thank 
God,' was the remark which the Lord Chief Justice interposed at tbis 
point, 'Thank God, we have not in this country a tribunal of Inqui- 
sition.' Of course, the expected cheers of an ultra-Protestant audience 
greeted this irrelevant appeal to their prejudices." -lrforning Chronicle. 


functions, although the very court which had sentenced him certified that he 
had, and if his oath was of so little value (as the jury themselves have told us) as 
to this latter statement, what is its worth as to the fonner? And as he had denied 
the wicked deeds with which he was charged by Dr. Newman, and which appeared 
to be, in parts at least, the same as those to which his confession related, why 
should that confession, which was set forth at length in the judgment, have been 
excluded from the jury, as a piece of evidence which they were not entitled to 
consider? The whole document ought to have been submitted to them, eRch 
part of it being connected with the other, and the whole being equally denied by 
the wholesale abnegations of Dr. Achilli. So mu
h for Lord Campbell's" legal 
decision ;" and it may, I think, be gravely doubted whether in this respect he 
was not wrong in law. But whatever may be the legal value of this document 
in all its parts, of its moral value there can be no doubt, and no doubt Dr. New- 
man found in it a justification for exposing the conduct of this man, "the 
accuser of his brethren," who comes forward, as his counsel tells us, only to vin- 
dicate his character from the charge of profligacy; and yet, when he is asked, in 
open court, respecting his immorality with other women than those whose names 
were specified in the pleadings, declines to answer the inconvenient question, and 
shelters himself under the protection of the Court? And this is the man who 
has been put forward as their champion by the Evangelical Alliance-who has 
been paraded upon platforms, and lauded in pamphlets-who is to be regarded 
as basely calumniated when assailed by Dr. Newman, but as the witness of un- 
doubted truth when he publishes a book ",hich treats ",ith profane scoffing the 
most solemn ordinances of the religion of the great majority of the Christian 
world, and abuses with the most insolent ribaldry and the coarsest imputations, 
not only the pope himself, but all those also whom he found it convenient 
to attack. 
" Sir, I regret to think that this trial will fix a lasting stain upon the annals of 
our judicial proceedings. It tells Roman Catholics that they must not hope for 
impartial justice from a Presbyterian judge or a Protestant jury; for I am sorry 
to say that Dot only was the judge thus unmindful of his dignity and his duty, 
but the jury showed, to all who observed their demeanour, the bias which from 
first to last they felt in favour of the prosecutor. Such, indeed, was the con- 
duct of some of them, that, if reports are true, it was a subject of grave consi- 
deration with Dr. Newman's counsel whether it might not become his duty to 
throw do", n his brief, and refuse to submit to the farce of arguing before men 
who seemed scarcely anxious to conceal their determination to decide against 
him. Happily, however, the evidence which was laid before them has been also 
laid before the public; and whatever advantage Dr. Achilli may fancy that he 
has gained by the verdict of these jurymen, he will find that, in the judgment of 
an impartial public, his single and interested oath will not outweigh the testi- 
mony of a host of disinterested witnesses, uncontradicted by anybody besides 
himself. 
" I am, Sir, your most obedient Servant, 
.. ONE WHO WAS PRESENT AT TIlE TRIAL." 
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